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cially to discuss the message of the President, but 
prefer to say a few words upon the neglect of 
Congress to give its attention to the claims of 
American citizens upon their own Government. 

Near the close of last session, I entered a mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote laying upon the table 
the adverse report of the Committee of Claims in 
the ease of Nathaniel and Benjamin Goddard. I 
intend at an early day to callup that motion. As 
a motion to reconsider a vote to lay upon the table 
is not deWatable in the House, | take an oppor- 
tunity to speak upon the subject involved in that 
motion, in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The case of Nathaniel and Benjamin Goddard 
is one with the history of which the working 
members of this House are familiar. It was first 
brought to the attention of Congress on the peti- 
tion of Nathaniel Goddard, in behalf of himself, 
William Parsons, Thomas C. Amory, James 
and Thomas H. Perkins, Thomas Parsons, and 
Samuel May, all of Boston, owners of the ship 
Ariadne and cargo—all established merchants, 
useful, enterprising and honorable men; mer- 
chants of extensive business knowledge, and of 
great public spirit, ready at any time tu engage in 
any enterprise, useful and honorable, which boded 
good to their country, or to embark in any un- 
dertaking in aid of the oppressed and the unfor- 
tunate. 

It was by such men, actuated by the highest 
and noblest motives, thatthe ship Ariadne, in Sep- 
tember, 1812, (war then existing between the 
United States and Great Britain,) was dispatched 
for Cadiz, a neutral portin Spain, with a cargo of 
flour, and consigned toa mercantile house there, 
composed of American citizens, with the bena fide 
intention of furnishing the inhabitants of that 
neutral city with this necessary article of food. 
In this connection it will not be improper to im- 
press upon the House the condition of the inhab- 
itants of Cadiz, of Lisbon, and of the whole penin- 
sula, at that time. The people there, as in every 
country and in every age, suffered extremely from 
the effects of the war. The whole peninsula was 
in a state of extreme agitation, starvation, and 
distress. Military aspirants domincered over the 
inhabitants, and imposed upon them most odious 
and oppressive exactions. Like the oppressed 
and starving inhabitants of Ireland and of Ma- 
deira, at a more recent period, they received the 
sympathy of the American people, and bread was 
sent to their relief. Under these circumstantes, 
and for the relief of a starving people, on the 12th 
of September, 1812, the ship ledeins sailed from 
Alexandria, then a port in the District of Colum- 
bia, and was captured on the 15th of the following 
October by the United States brig-of-war Argus, 
and taken into the district of Pennsylvania, and 
there libelled in the district court of the United 
States. The vessel and cargo were ordered to be 
restored by said court, but the circuit court re- 
versed the decree of the district court, and the 
vessel and cargo were condemned. The decree of 
the cireuit court was affirmed by the Supreme | 
Court of the United States. 

I desire here to say, that the decision of the 
Supreme Court was based upon the technical con- 
struction of the law, that the sailing under the 
enemy’s license constituted, of itself, an act of 
illegality, which subjects the property to confis- 
cation, without regard to the object of the voyage, 
or the port of déstination; shutting out the facts 
and circumstances connected with the enterprise, 
which were offered by the claimants in evidence | 
of the innocence of the voyage, and that it was | 
not prosecuted for the promotion of the enemy’s | 
interest, but to supply a neutral but starving 


people with bread—a voyage held by eminent || 


egal authorities to be as innocent as a voyage 
from Alexandria to Boston, or from Boston to 
New Orleans. 
In consequence of said decree of condemnation, 
the bonds which had previously been given by 
the claimants upon the delivery of vessel and 
cargo, were paid, and a distribution made to the | 
United States, and to the captors, according to” 
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law. The sole cause of capture and condemnation 

| was, that the ship had on board, at the time of 
her capture, a British license. It was not alleged 
that the cargo belonged to the enemy, or thatit 
was shipped with any intention of furnishing sup- 
plies for the enemy. ‘The allied armies were not, 
at the time of shipment or capture, on or near the 
coast of Spain, and did not receive supplies from 
that source. There was not even a suspicion 
| that the property was being shipped with the in- 
tention of affording aid and comfort to the enemy. 
The cause, and sole cause, of the capture and con- 
demnation, was the mere possession of a British 
license .* 

The ground on which the petitioners have, 
from time to time, applied to Congress for relief, 
is, that the error of the shippers, if error there 
was, was unintentional. Although ignorance of 
the law is no excuse which the law itself will ad- 
mit, it will be establishing no new principle, as 
you well know, Mr. Chairman, and as this House 
well knows, for Congress to remit penalties and 
forfeitures incurred by parties where their own 
conduct has been in no degree criminal, and 
where no principle of public or private duty has 
been violated, But itis not admitted by the pe- 
titioners that any law was violated. Some of the 
best judicial minds of the country have pronounced 
in favor of the innocence and legality of the enter- 
prise which led to the capture and condemnation 
of the Ariadne. The owners and shippers, before 
entering upon that enterprise, availed themselves 
of every precaution which prudence and wisdom 

| could dictate, to ascertain the law of the land in 
| such cases. 
guished for their legal knowledge, and of un- 
| doubted integrity, that it was not in violation of 
| any law or commercial regulation, either of na- 
tions or of the United States, for an American 
vessel clearing from an American port to Cadiz, 
in Spain, to have on board a license or passport 
of the description of that found on board the Ari- 
adne at the time of her capture by the Argus. It 
is a well-known and historical fact, that, after the 
declaration of war with Great Britain, and at the 
time the Ariadne enterprise was conceived, a large 
portion of the supplies of breadstuffs for Cadiz 
was obtained from the United States, transported 
in American vessels, sailing from American ports, 


| owned by American citizens, and sailing under 


passports like that for which the Ariadne was 
condemned; and without seizure or complaint— 
| the Ariadne alone being condemned for the sole 
cause of sailing with such license, which, from 





* To the commanders of any of his Majesty’s ships-of-war 
or private armed ships belonging to subjects of his Ma- 
jesty: 


Whereas, from a consideration of the great importance of 
| continuing a regular supply of flour and other dry provisions 
| to the ports of Spain and Portugal, it has been deemed ex- 
| pedient by his Majesty’s Government that, notwithstanding 
the hostilities now existing between Great Britain and the 


ment should be given to American vessels so laden with 
flour and other dry provisions, and bound to the ports of 
Spain and Portugal; and whereas, in furtherance of these 
views of his Majesty’s Government, and for other purposes, 


| chief of his Majesty’s squadron on the Halifax station, has 
directed to me a letter, under date of the Sth of August, 1812, 
(a copy whereof is hereunto annexed,) and wherein t am 
instructed to furnish a copy of his letter, certified under my 
consular seai, to every vessel so laden, and bound either to 
any Portuguese or Spanish ports, and which is designed as 
a safeguard and protection to any such vessel in the prose- 
cution of such voyage : 


granted unto the American ship Ariadne, Bartlett Holmes 
inaster, burden 382 2 95th tons, now lying in the harbor of 
Alexandria, laden with flour, and bound to Cadiz or Lisbon, 
the annexed documents, to avail only fora direct voyage 
to Cadiz or Lisbon, and back to the United Staies of Amer- 
| ica, requesting all officers commanding his Majesty’s ships- 
of-war, or private armed vessels belonging to subjects of 
his Majesty, not only to suffer the said ship Ariadne to pass 


assistance and protection in the prosecution of her voyage 
to Cadiz or Lisbon, and her return thence, laden with salt 
or other merchandise to the net amount of her outward 
cargo, or in ballast only. 

Given under my hand and seal of office, at Boston, this 
5th day of September, A. D. 1512. 

(seat.] ANDREW ALLEN, Jr., 
es His Majesty’s Consul. 





They were advised by men distin- | 


United States of America, every protection and encourage- | 


Herbert Sawyer, Esq., vice admiral and commander-in- | 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of these instructions, I have | 


without any molestation, but also to extend to her all due | 
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the then existing relations between the United 
States and Great Britain, was necessary to avoid 
capture by British cruisers. 

it was the opinion of William Pinkney, then 
Attorney General of the United States, a lawyer 
and statesman of great eminence—perhaps as great 
as ever presided over the law department of the 
country—that the possession of a British license 
like that carried by the Ariadne was nota breach 
of any law of the United States. In a written 
Opinion, signed by Mr. Pinkney and John Pur- 
viance, another eminent and distinguished lawyer 
of Maryland, it is stated that there was, in their 
Opinion, no law of the United States which could 
be supposed to interdict to American citizens trade 
with Cadiz or Lisbon; and that such trade, with 
or without such license, was not unlawfal. 

But the decision of the Supreme Court was 
otherwise. Atthe session of 1817 a decision was 
made against the petitioners, and a final decree of 
condemnation passed upon the vessel and cargo. 
The petitioners paid the amount of their bonds, 
and a distribution was made to the United States 
and to the captors. 

Immediately after the final decree was pro- 
nounced and the amount of bonds paid, the peti- 
tioners presented their case to Congress for relief. 
In January, 1818, it was referred in the House of 
Representatives to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and by them referred for information to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. Mr.Crawford, another 
eminent and distinguished statesman and lawyer, 
then Secretary of the ‘Treasury, in a letter to the 
chairman of the Committee of Waysand Means, _ 
gave it as his opinion that the petitioners were en- 
titled to a remission of the amount paid by them 
into the Treasury; and if the penalty incurred by 
the petitioners had, been within the jurisdiction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, it would have 
been remitted upon the principle upon which re- 
missions had been ordinarily granted by the Treas- 
ury Department, But the power of the Secretary ~ 
of the Treasury to remit fines and penalties was 
confined to cases arising under the revenue laws, - 
and those which concerned the registry and li- 
censing of vessels of the United States. 

Mr. Lowndes, of South Carolina, then chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, a 
statesman of unsullied honor, whose genius and 
whose honesty of purpose had won for hima 
national fame, after a most cureful and scrupulous 
investigation of the whole matter, was so im- 
pressed with the injustice which had been done 
the petitioners, that he at once reported a bill for 
their relief. The report of Mr. Lowndes was 
| founded upon the full conviction of the commit- 

tee that there had been no willful negligence or 
intentional fraud committed. The bill reported 
by Mr. Lowndes failed to become a law. 

In 1824, a petition was again presented in the 
House of Representatives, and referred; but no 
further action appears to have been had upon it 
during that session. 

In 1837, in was again brought before the House 
of Representatives and referred to the Committee 
of Claims, and favorably reported upon, a bill 
introduced, but no further action lad upon it. 
Like many other just and worthy bills, it was 
never ceaead upon the Calendar. 

In 1840, Mr. Russell, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the peti- 
tioners, which, however, for want of time, did not 
pass the House. 

I am particular to refer to these dates, that the 

_House may not suppose that because the case 
originated in a transaction which occurred as far 
back as 1812, it is not entitled to its favorable 
consideration. It will be seen that the case has 

| been constantly pressed upon the attention of 
|, Congress, and that there has never been but one 
adverse report upon it, and that by the honor- 
able gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Maynarp;] 
which I trust he will join me in reconsidering. 

In 1846 a favorable report was made in the Sen- 
| ate, and a bill remitting the amount of the penalty 
| passed that body; but it was not reached in the 
|; House. 
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In 1854, Mr. Wentworth, of Massachusetts, 
from the Committee on Commerce, reported a bill 
directing that there should be paid, without in- 
terest, to Nathaniel Goddard, William Parsons, 
Thomas H. Perkins, and their assistants, own- 
ers Of ship Ariadne, or to their legal representa- 
tives, the amount of the proceeds of said ship and 
cargo which had been paid into the Treasury of 
the United States. This bill, not having been 
reached in the House, and the Court of Claims 
having been organized, it was, with a mass of pe- 
titions and papers, by a resolution of the House, 
referred to the Court of Claims. Judge Black- 
ford gave, as the opinion of the court, that the 
case be reported back to Congress as one in which, 
on the face of the petition, the claimants had no 
leeal demand against the United States, butit was 
one that addresses itself entirely to the discretion 
of Conere 88, 

And, sir, it is to the discretion, to the judgment, 
and to the justice of Congress, that I now appeal. 
Asa principle of right, of justice, and of equity, 
L appeal to this House to give this matter its most 
careful consideration. 

Mr. Chairman, the projectors of the Ariadne 
enterprise are gone, 


Of the seven or eight Boston 
merchants engaged in that act of humanity and 
philanthropy, only one (Samuel May) now lives. 
After a career of usefulness and of honor, they 
have all but one passed away. jut their legal 
representatives are before you. The distinguished 
inwyers and statesmen to whose authority I have 
referred, are, too, gone. But where is the public 
faith? Has the good faith of Government gone? 
If Pinkney has passed away, are there no more 
Pinkneys? If Crawford is gone, have we not the 
descendants of that illustrious statesman to echo 
within this Hall the appeals for justice which fell 
from his lips? If Lowndes no longer lives to stir 
Congress and the country toa sense of duty, with 
his eloquent voice, have we not those who repre- 
sent the principles of justice, of equity, and of 
right, which he represented? Sir, the moral sense 
and just expectations of the people have been too 
long outraged by the neglect of their representa- 
tives to faithfully Investigate, or to investigate at 
all, the private claims which are referred to them 
for their consideration. Individual members of 
committees give much time and labor to these 
things; as much, perhaps, as it is possible for them 
todo. They examine into facts and make elab- 
orate reports; but often, too often, the leaves of 


these reports remain uncut, and the bills which | 
ey them are never read, but die upon the | 


Calendar. 


Mr. Chairman, the case of Nathaniel and Ben- | 


jamin Goddard has been before Congress a long 
time; but it is none the less just. Perhaps there 
is nO material interest which receives greater neg- 
lect at the hands of Congress than the commer- 
cial. Yet, next to agriculture, commerce is the 
national occupation of our people. It is the source 
from which the nation derives its revenues, the 
great agent for the advancement of civilization 
and the foundation of empire. The names of Per- 
kins, of Parsons, of Goddard, and others attached 
to the original petition for this claim, are among 
the pioneer merchants of our country; there are 
few who inherit their virtues or their enterprise. 
It is to the bold and dauntess courage of such 
that our commerce whitens every sea; through 


their enterprise the hidden treasures of the world 


have been developed, the riches of tropical climes 
brought to our doors, and oriental luxuries iaid at 
our feet. From revenues from their richly-laden 
ships, has Government filled its coffers, built its 
fortifications, created its navies, maintained its 
armies, and supported the civil list. And yet, 
Mr. Chairman, there is no class of men who are 
more hampered and embarrassed with Govern- 
ment interference and unjust laws. 

Sir, I cannot but indulge the hope that this 
House will concur in the views and opinions which 
have been expressed, avowed, maintained, and 
placed upon record, by the high and distinguished 
authorities to which I have referred. It is notin 
evidence that any law has been violated in this 
ease. There may have been neglect through inad- 
vertence, but certainly not to an extent to justify 
a forfeiture of property. . In my judgment, it is 
wholly incompatible with the dignity and the | 
honor of Government to retain in its Treasury | 
money which has fallen intoits possession through 
a technical construction of an obscure law. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. Chairman, at an early day—to-morrow, if 


agreeable—I shal! ask the House to take up my 


motion to reconsider the vote laying this matter | 
upon the table; and I hope the honorable gentle- + 


man from Tennessee, {Mr. Maynarp,] who made 
the only adverse report which has been made 
upon it, will concede a reconsideration, that there 
may not be a contested vote upon it. I ask that 
the case may be carefully examined by the House; 
and, whatever may be the result, I shall have 
done my duty. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I wish merely to say a few 
words in explanation of the report which, as a 
member of the Committee of Claims, it was my 


duty to make to the House, and to state the | 


ground upon which that report was predicated. 
As I recollect the facts, at this distance of time, 
they were substantially these: The ship Ariadne 
was captured on her way from Alexandria to Ca- 
diz, with a cargo of flour. She was taken before 
the district court of Philadelphia, and the capture 
was pronounced illegal, and a decision made in 
favor of the vessel. An appeal was taken from the 
district to the circuit court. The decision was 
reversed, and the vessel condemned. That con- 
demnation was approved by the Supreme Court 
of the United States, upon an appeal taken. The 
committee thought it did not behoove them to call 
in question the decision made by that court—a 
decision establishing the law of the case,and would 
have been content to rest their action upon that 
ground alone. They thought it injudicious and 
unwise to go behind that decision. 

But had they felt at liberty to do so—that de- 
cision out of the way—the committee thought it 
would be impolitie to grant relief in this case for 


anotherreason. ‘This American vessel, when cap- | 


tured, was sailing under a British license. It will 
be remembered that we were then at war with 
Great Britain. Your committee thought it would 
be establishing a dangerous precedent to allow 
our vessels, in time of war with a foreign mari- 
time Power, to take protection under such Power, 
implying either our inability to protect our own 
commerce, or a willingness that an intercourse 
should be carried on between our own shipping 


and the belligerent Power, alike detrimental and | 
dishonorable, and opening the door to a great | 


deal of malpractice. In other words, your com- 
mittee thought it would be a very dangerous pol- 
icy, by allowing this claim, or by any other action 
which Congress could take, to sanction or toler- 
ate a practice such as obtained in this case, of 
suffering our vessels in time of war to sail the 
ocean under a license from the enemy. It wasin 
these two views of the case that your committee 
felt constrained to report, as they did report, the 
rejection of the claim. And I must be permitted 
to say, my own individual views have not been 
changed by the remarks addressed to us, and so 
forcibly put, by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, enforced as they have been by a most for- 
midable array of great names. It may be my 
misfortune to differ in opinion from men so dis- 


tinguished, and who do so much honor to our | 
country; but | must still be permitted to say that | 
I think the decision of the Committee of Claims | 
was right. It may have been, and doubtless was, | 


a hard case upon the owners of the vessel and 
cargo; but that is not to the purpose. Every loss 
| isa hardship, more or less severe. The parties 
in this instance, probably, supposed they were 
making their assurance doubly sure, relying upon 


| their flag as a protection from American cruisers, 


and upon their license as a protection from those 


of Great Britain; but they were mistaken. Their | 


vessel, with the cargo, was captured and con- 
demned. ‘They had violated the law, ignorantly, 
perhaps; still there seems to be no valid reason 
why we should interpose between them and the 


penalty, and many grave and weighty why we | 


should not. . 

Mr. COMINS. In reply to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Maynarp,] I will say that it is 
a well known and historical fact that, during the 
war with Great Britain, in 1812, the inhabitants of 

| Cadiz, Lisbon, and the neutral ports of the whole 
peninsula, received a large portion of their supplies 
_ of breadstuffs from the United States, owned by 


| American citizens, transported in Amerian ves- 
sels, and without molestation. And if he will refer | 


_ to the record, he will find more than fifty cases in 
which forfeitures which have been decreed by the 


. Supreme Court have been remitted by Congress. 


GLOBE. 





December 22, 


__ Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. Mr. Chairman 
I desire to submit some remarks upon our Cen, 
tral American affairs, but as there seems to be a 

_ disposition on the part of members to rise, I wi) 
ask leave to print my remarks, if there be no ob. 

| jection. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection 
the gentleman can have permission to publish his 
remarks. Is there any objection to the proposi- 

_ tion of the gentleman from New York ? 


|| ‘There was no objection. 


|| Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. Mr. Chairman, 


_ during the first week of this session the resoly- 
tion on the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which had 
been reported from the Committee on Foreign 

| Affairs, was recommitted to the Committee of 

_the Whole for the purpose of further debate. Op 
this subject I desire to offer afew remarks. Ex. 
isting difficulties give this resolution more thay 

| ordinary importance. We have been seriously 
/embarrassed by the course England has thought 
| proper to adopt in Central American affairs, and 
especially in her interpretation of the Clayton- 
| Bulwer treaty. It now becomes important for 
us to decide whether the treaty shall be abrogated 
by the consent of the parties, or whether we shal! 
| insist upon its observance according to our inter- 
pretation of it. Certainly, there is one point on 
which all agree—and that is, that the present con- 
dition of affairs cannot, and should not, be per- 
raitted tocontinue. The reputation of our Gov- 
| ernment requires a final settlement of these difi- 
culties. Either the treaty must be abrogated, or 
| England be compelled to observe its stipulations, 
| The construction of this treaty, and the manner 
| of carrying out its stipulations, have taxed the 

energy and skill of our best and mostdistinguished 
| diplomats, during a period of seven years. While 
| we have gained nothing, but lost much by this 
| delay, England has used the time in strengthening 

_her island posts in the Caribbean sea, in culti- 
vating a better understanding with the Central 

| American States, and in forming alliances by 

| which she hopes to enforce her own interpreta- 
| tion of the treaty, or at least avoid the duty 
on upon her. 
ur misunderstanding with England has pre- 
vented us from adjusting our relations with the 

Central American States; has kept our unsettled 

| and unsatisfactory accounts with them in a state 

| of suspension; and thus has forced us into the 
| humiliating position of seeing our rights with- 
| held and our citizens unprotected. We cannot 
continue in this position with honor. We may 
| be, and undoubtedly are, deeply interested in the 
| Isthmus routes, in which we ask no advantage 
| over the other civilized nations; but we are in- 

finitely more interested in keeping our treaty stip- 
ulations, and in compelling other nations to keep 
| theirs with us. In the firstinstance a great com- 
| mercial route is involved; but, in the latter, the 
| honor, if not the existence of the Government, 
| depends. If we have no power to enforce the 
| observance of our treaty stipulations, our position 
is not only humiliating, but dangerous. 

It has been said in England, and by English 
statesmen, that our difference is one of interpre- 
tation only, in which all parties may be equally 
| honest, It is true that nations may Sasseushy dif- 
| fer in the construction of language and the inter- 
'| pretation of treaties; but it can scarcely be the 
| case in this instance. The language of the treaty 
does not admit of a doubt. It is clear, distinct, 
and comprehensive; it meets the points specific- 
ally and by general implication. But, independ- 
ent of its clear language, we have conclusive ev'- 
dence of its meaning in the acts of the English 
Government. The first article of the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty is in the following language: 


“The Governments of the United States and Great 
Britain hereby declare, that neither the one nor the other 
will ever obtain or maintain for itself any exclusive con- 
trol over the said ship-canal; agreeing that neither will 
ever erect Or maintain any fortifications commanding te 
sane, or in the vicinity thereof, or oecupy, or fortity, oF 
colonize, or assume, or exercise, any dominion over Nica- 
ragua, Costa Rica, the Mosquito coast, or any part of Cen- 
tral America ; nor will either make use of any pretecuion 
which either affords or may afford, or any alliance which 
|| either has or may have to or with any State or people, for 
|| the purpose of erecting or colonizing Nica » Costa 
Rica, the Mosquito coast, or any part of Central America, 
or of assuming or exercising dowimion over the same; BT 
|| will the United States or Great Britain take any advantage 
of any intimacy, or use any alliance, connection, or influ- 
ence, that either may possess,with any State or Government 
through whose territory the said cana) may pass, for the 
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purpose of . z te 
ine citizens or subjects of the one, any rights or advant- 
wses in regard to commerce or navigation through the said 


anal, Which shall not be offered on the said terms to the | 


citizens or subjects of the other.” 


This language appears sufficiently distinct and 


nositive to satisfy any one seeking a justand fair | 
interpretation. But we have evidence that British | 


statesmen understood it precisely as we inter- 
yetit. The treaty was submitted to the Brit- 


ish Cabinet before it was exchanged; and they | 


directed Sir Henry Bulwer to exchange it, with 
‘, **declaration”’’ that they did not understand it 
to apply to their settlements in Honduras usually 
called ** the Belize.’’ I will read the ‘* declara- 
tion,’’ in order to see their exact position: 

“In proceeding to exchange of the ratifications of the 
convention signed at Washington on the 19th day of April, 
1850, between her Britannic Majesty and the United States 
of America, relative to the establishment of a comiuunica- 
tion by ship canal between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, 
the undersigned, her Britannic Majesty’s Plenipotentiary, 


acquiring or holding, directly cr indirectly, for | 


has received her Majesty’s instructions to declare that her | 


Majesty does not understand the engagements of that con- 
vention to apply to her Majesty’s settlement at Honduras, 
or to its dependencies. Her Majesty’s ratification of the said 
convention is exchanged under the explicit declaration 
above mentioned. 
“ Done at Washington, the 29th day of June, 1850. 
“HH. L. BULWER.” 


To this “declaration,” Mr. Clayton replied that | 


the convention which had been twice approved by 
the British Government did not apply to the set- 
tlement in Honduras, Belize, (commonly called 
sritish Honduras, as distinct from the State of 
Honduras,) nor to the small islands in the neigh- 
borhood of that settlement; but he says that it was 
understood to apply to, and does include, all the 


Central American States of Guatemala, Honduras, | 
San Salvador, Nicaragua, and Costa Rica, with | 


With 


their just limits and proper dependencies. 
the part of our Government 


this declaration on 
they were satisfied. 

British statesmen now say that the treaty was 
not intended to interfere or disturb them in the 
possession then held. ‘If this be true, why was 
the Belize distinctly reserved from its operations? 
What induced the ** declaration,’ ahd what object 
had they in view? If the treaty was prospect- 
ive only in its operation, then it was not neces- 
sary to reserve their rights in the Belize. The 


interest felt on this subject very clearly proves | 


that they considered the treaty retrospective in its 
action, and that it required them to give up their 


settlements and possessions, or claims, in Cen- | 


tral America, Mosquito protectorate and all. 
fully were they impressed with this interpretation, 


So 


that they felt it necessary to reserve their rights | 


in the Belize, which Mr. Clayton did not consider 
as embraced in the convention, because it is not 
considered a part of Central America proper. Mr. 
Clayton reminds Sir Henry of the territory which 


it did embrace; which interpretation, by the ex- | 


change of ratifications, was accepted by him. 


There is a strange inconsistency in this matter. | 


If the British Cabinet did not consider itself bound 
by the provisions of the treaty to yield their 
claims and protectorate in Central America, why 
was it necessary to make the ‘ declaration”’ re- 


garding the Belize? This * declaration”’ furnishes | 


a key to the whole transaction. 
Cabinet of 1850 understood that treaty as we un- 
derstood it; but subsequent Cabinets have thought 
it best to give ita different interpretation. It is 


The English 


true that a demonstration was made by the Eng- | 


lish, in the fall of 1850, in the Mosquito protec- 
torate and at Roatan; and it was reported at the 
time that it was done to show to the Central 
American States that the English officers there 
did not consider their Government bound, under 
that treaty, to yield any of her possessions or 
claims in the Central American States; but there 
are reasons for supposing that their course was 


the result of an after-thought, involving merely a | 


a ro of policy with those States. 
ut, whatever their understanding was then, 


| 


there is no doubt of their position now. England | 


now contends that that treaty does not, and was 


not intended to, disturb her in any rights or pos- | 


sessions then belonging to her; and that it was | 


prospancya in its action. To this position the 
nited States cannot yield. It would be a sacri- 
fice of everything on our part, without any.equiv- 
alent from Britain. It would leave her in the pos- 
session of all she can desire—sufficient in ¢very 
respect to give her control of the Central American 
States, and of the only ship-canal route across 


TH 


the Isthmus. While they admit the provisions 
of the treaty securing the neutrality of the canal 
route, they are careful to insist upon retaining 
their possessions, or pretended possessions, by 
which they defeat one of the chief objects of the 
convention. The only condition upon whick the 
United States would have entered into a joint 
convention with England, was her agreement to 
withdraw from her pretended possessions in Cen- 
tral America. This condition was offered, and 
accepted; and after we had bound ourselves not 
to acquire any territory in that section; after we 
had, by reason of the Clayton-Bul wer treaty, yield- 
ed the rights acquired by the Squiers treaty, to 
Tigre Island, and thus overlooked the gross out- 
rage committed upon us by the unauthorized and 
illegal conduct of the British consul, Mr. Chat- 
field, England made a new interpretation of the 
treaty, by which she hopes to avoid the perform- 
ance of her stipulations, while we are strictly 
held to ours. 

It was not simply the neutrality of the canal 
route that we sought in that convention—this was 
the least important matter in view. During our 
war with Mexico, and about the time of our ac- 
quisitions on the Racific coast, in fact, afier we 
had taken possession of California, England man- 
ifested an increased interest in Central American 
affairs. When our war with Mexico commenced, 
Eneland had her settlement at Honduras, and this 
embraced her entire claims in that section, except 
her assumed protectorate over the Mosquito ter- 
ritory, which was confined within its original 
limits, and was exercised with indifferent care. 
In 1847, they extended their boundary along the 
entire coasts of Nicaragua and Costa Rica, from 
Bluefields to the river St. Pedro; and in 1848 they 
extended their boundary line, or that of their In- 
dian ward, the Mosquito king, far back into the 
interior, embracing a portion of Lake Nicaragua, 
thence across the state of Nicaragua to the river 
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| Ronan, which they followed to the coast. By these | 


extensions—these new and unauthorized appro- 
priations of Central American territory—England 
secured the control of every bay and harbor on 
the coast, from Rio Hondo tothe river St. Pedro; 
the whole extent of the coasts of Honduras and 
Costa Rica, except a short distance between the 
Sarstoon and Cape Honduras, which portion she 
commanded from Roatan and the Bay Islands, 
which she appropriated at the same time. 

It was these unwarrantable proceedings which 
induced our Government to direct Mr. Lawrence, 
Minister in England, in November, 1849, to in- 
quire whether England intended ** to occupy or 
colonize Nicaragua, Costa Rica, the Mosquito 
Coast, (so called,) or any part of Central Amer- 
ica;’’ and also to ascertain whether England 
would unite in guaraptying the neutrality of a 
ship canal across the Isthmus. Notwithstanding 
the distinct and emphatic denial of Lord Palmers- 
ton, that England intended to colonize either, or 
any portion of said districts, the fact of their 
possession of so much territory in the name of 
the Mosquito king, and of their seizure of Roa- 
tan, the Bay Islands, and of Tigre Island, in the 
Bay of Fonseca, ou the Pacific side, created the 
most unpleasant apprehensions on our part. 

We were not ignorant of the singular ingenuity 
that some nations have, in converting mere occu- 


| pancy into absolute sovereignty ; nor of the rapid- 


ity with which this change is sometimes effected ; 
hence the anxiety on our part to secure some 
distinct declaration of inteftions from England. 
Without this, our former position as well as our 
interests, would have required more decided 
measures. 


| Government entered into the convention of April, 


1850. This was our chief object; the guarantee 
of neutrality was a concession on our part; we 
certainly did not require it; but the Government 


| was then willing togive it, which, in my humble 


‘ 


opinion, was an error. The British interpreta- 
tion of the convention of 1850, avoids the objects 
we had in view, while it enables that Government 
to retain her recent acquisitions, and to monop- 
olize the entire Isthmus, contrary to our weil 
known doctrine—a doctrine which our Govern- 
ment has announced, and from which it cannot 
with honor retreat. It is true that Lord Claren- 
don treated it, in his statement sent to our Minis- 
ter during the negotiation in 1854, as a mere dic- 
tum. He said: 

* With regard to the doctrine laid down by Mr, President 


To avoid this extreme necessity, our 
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Monroe, in 1823, concerning the future colonization of the 
American continent by European States, as an internationa! 
axiom which ought to reguiate the conduct of European 
States, it can only be viewed as the dictum of the dis- 
tinguished personage who delivered it; but her Majesty's 
Government cannot admit that doctrine as an international 


axiom which ought to regulate the conduct of European 
States.”’ 


That doctrine was announced after mature 
deliberation, and under circumstances of the 
most important character. The Central-Ameri- 
can States and Mexico had just achieved their in- 
dependence from Spain; and we had acknowledged 
that independence, and had sent a Minister to the 

Lepublic of Columbia, and was about sending one 

to Mexico. We had made a formal proposal to 
England for a concerted recognition of their inde- 
pendence before the congress of Aix-la-Chapelle; 
and there we announced the doctrine which Pres- 
ident Madison afterwards declared in his annual 
nfessage of 1823. 

Mr. Adams, when Secretary of State, in his let- 
ter of instruction to Mr. Anderson, Minister to 
Columbia, in May 27, 1823, foreshadowed the 
position taken in the President’s message, in the 
following language: 

** So far as the proposed Columbian confederacy has for 
its object a combining system of total and unqualified inde- 
pendence of Europe, to the exclusion of all partial composi 
tions of any one of the emancipated colonies with Spain, 
it will have the entire approbation and good wishes of the 
United States, but will require no special agency of theirs 
to carry it into effect. 

‘So far as its purpose may be to concert a general sys 
tem of popular representation for the government of the 
several independent States which are floating from the 
wreck of the Spanish power in America, the United States 


| will still cheer it with their approbation, and speed with 


their good wishes its success, 

* Ofthis inighty movement in human affairs, mightier far 
than that of the downtall of the Roman Empire, the United 
States may continue to be, as they have been heretofore, 
the tranquil but deeply attentive spectators. They may atso, 
in the various vicissitudes by which it must be tollowed, be 
called to assume a more active and leading part in its prog- 
ress.”? 

ait “a ; , 

rhis language was used, it is true, in a private 
letter of instruction, which has now been made 
public; but the distinct position of this Govern- 
ment had been made known, at Aix-la-Chapelle, 
to the European Powers; for it was well known 
that Spain desired, and was trying to secure, a 
general coéperation in again bringing the revolted 
colonies into subjection. It is well known that 
the rumors on this subject excited the public 

. . . . 
mind at the time; and that the House of Repre- 
sentatives passed a resolution calling for informa- 
tion. In reply to this resolution, on the 12th day 
of January, 1824, President Monroe said that he 
** possessed no information on that subject, not 
known to Congress, which can be disclosed with- 

oe ea 

out injury to the publie good, Ihe private in- 
formation received from our Envoy, Mr. Rush, 
relative to the threatened combination of Euro- 
pean Powers in behalf of Spain, it Was thought 
best not tocommunicate. ‘hie fact induced our 
Government to announce the Monroe doctrine, 
before itappeared in the message of 1823. -We 
had acknowledged the Republic of Columbia, and 
we could not permit European Powers to bring 
it again under the Crown of Spain. This an- 
nouncement created very considerable feeling at 
the congress of Aix-la-Chapelle, but our Gov- 
ernment would notand did not yield. To this, 
more than anything else, are the Central Ameri- 
can States indebted for their continued independ- 
ence of Spain. 

Under these circumstances, President Monroe 
announced the doctrine known by his name, in 
his message of December 2, 1823, in the follow- 
ing language: 

“The citizens of the United States cherish sentiments 
the most friendly in favor of the liberty and happiness of 
their tellow-men on that side (European) of the Atlantic. 
In the wags of the Europeap Powers in matters relating to 
themselves, we have never taken any part, nor does it com. 
port with our policy to do. [t is'only when our rights are 
invaded, or seriously menaced, that we resent injuries, or 
make preparation for our defense. With the movements 
in this hemisphere we are, of necessity, more immediately 
connected, and by causes which must be obvious to all en- 
lightened and impartial observers. The political system of 

| the allied Powers is essentially different in this respeetfrom 
that of America. ‘his difference proceeds from that which 
exists in their respective Governments. And to the defense 
of ourown, which has been achieved by the loss of s) much 
blood and treasure, and matured by the wisdom of their 
most enlightened citizens, and under which we have en- 

| joyec. unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. 

| * We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable rela- 

tions existing between the United States and those Powers 

| to declare that we should consider any attempt, on their 

| part, to extend their system to any portion of this lemis- 
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phere, as dangerous to our peace and safety. With the ex- | 


isting colonies or dependencies of any European Power 
we have not interfered, and shall not interfere. But with 
the Governments who have declared their independence, 
nod maintain it, and whose independence we have, on 
great consideration and just principles acknowledged, we 
could not view any interposition for the purpose of op 
pressing them, or controlling in any other manner their 
destiny, by any European Power, in any other light than 
as a manifestation of an unfriendly disposition towards the 
United States. In the war between these new Govern- 
nents and Spain, we declared our neutrality at the time of 
ibeir recognition ; and to this we have adhered, and shall 
continue to adhere, provided no change shall occur which, 
in the judgment of competent authorities of this Govern- 
ment, shall make a corresponding change on the part of 
the United States indispensable to their security.” 

Following up the same purpose, Mr. Clay, 
Secretary of State, in 1825, directed Mr. Poinsett, 
our Minister to Mexico, to— 

“ Bring to the notice of the Mexican Government the 
message of the late President of the United States to their 
Congress, on the 2d December, 1623, asserting certain im- 
portant principles of continental law, in the relations of 
Europe and Ameriea. The first principle asserted in that 
sine is, that the American continents are not, hence- 
forth, to be considered as subjects for future colonization by 
any European Powers.’ e e * * “ There 
is no disposition to disturb the colonial possessions, as they 
now exist, of any of the European Powers; but itis against 
the cetablisiment of new European colonies upon this con 
uunent ihat the principle is directed.”’ , . . . 
“The justice or propriety cannot be recognized of arbitra- 
rily linsiting aud circumscribing enterprise and commerce, 
by the act of voluntarily planting a new colony, without the 
consent of America, under the auspices of foreign Powers 
belonging to another and a distant continent. Europe 
would be indignant at any American attempt to plant a 
colony on any part of her shores, and her justice niust per- 
ceive, ia the rule contended for, only perfect reciprocity.”’ 





The doctrine was necessary to protect the in- 


fant colonies of Central America, and it had that | 


effect—whether as a ‘*mere dictum,’’ or as a 
great international axiom founded upon justice 
and propriety, and dictated by the interests and 
safety of this Republic, 

If it is true, as I believe it to be, that the an- 
nouncement of this doctrine had a salutary effect 
in preventing Spain from getting sympathy and 
support from her European neighbors, when she 
sought their aid to reconquer her revolted colonies, 
itis proper for us to insist upon it at the present 
time. If this independence of the Ceattal Amer- 
ican States was necessary to our commerce then, 
how much more so is it now, when England is 
assuming the place of Spain, and by her inter- 
pretation of the treaty is absolutely excluding us 
from any influence on the Isthmus By the appli- 
cation of the rule to this Government. 

British action in this matter has not been acci- 
dental. Every step has been takeit in pursuance 
of a settled policy. But they were undoubtedly 
hastened by our acquisitions on the Pacific coast. 
‘There are some remarkable coincidences con- 
nected with these movements, to which it may not 
be improper to refer. 

Our waMwith Mexico commenced in 1846; and, 
as early as the summer of 1845, it was apparent 
that we would acquire, or be compelled to take, 
teraitory from ber tor indemnity. President Polk’s 
administration instructed our commissioner, in 
1847, to make the cession of California and New 
Mexico, as indemnity, an ultimatum. We had 
possession of those territories at that time; and 
British statesmen must have seen that that im- 
portant Paeific territory would fall into our pos- 
session, in which case the Isthmus routes would 
became doubly important to this country. Bat, 
in addition to this fact, an American company 
was at this time negotiaung with Nicaragua for 
the privilege of constructing a canal across the 
Isthmus by the way of Lake Nicaragua. ‘These 
facts explain the increased interest taken in these 
matiers by Britain at that time. 

The spirit manifested by England in these va- 
rious and important acquisitions may be seen in 
the correspondence whicittook place between the 
British consul general and our chargé d'affaires. 
Nicaragua had ceded Tigre Island to the United 
States in the spring of 1549; but, notwithstand- 
ing this fact, (for so far as they are concerned, it 
made no difference whether the United States 
desived the cession of that island or not,) Mr. 
Chatield took forcible possession of the island. 
Against this proveedi r. Squier protested, and 
at once notified Mr, Chatfield of the cession of the | 
island to the United States. Mr. Chatfield replied | 
that Nicaragua had no right to cede any part of | 
her territory, ** beeause, in the first place, it had | 
ne claim even toa national existence; and, sec- 
ondly, tt could not exercise that right in the pres- | 
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ent case, because he, as British consul general, 
had before intimated his intention of placing a 
lien on the island in question.’’ The consul gen- 
eral refused to give up the island, but generously 
promised to refer the question to his Government. 
‘This was prior to their descent upon the Bay Is- 
lands. His Government replied to the question 
of Tigre Island, referred to it, by the seizure of all 
the islands in the sea belonging to Nicaragua and 
San Salvador. 


I know nothow other gentlemen view this trans- | 
action, but to me it appears to have been a most | 


unprovoked and inexcusable insult to our Gov- 
ernment. 


ner, was entirely overlooked, because our Gov- 


ernment did not approve the treaty negotiated by | 


Mr. Squier, and the insult was afterwards merged 
in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, by which we have 
been induced to submit to further and greater deg- 
radation. Irepeat, that so far as the insult is con- 
cerned, it is not important whether we desired the 
island or not. We had, through our Minister, 


negotiated for it, and it was ours so far as Britain | 


was concerned; and it was inexcusable for her to 
interfere. England denied the right of Honduras 
to cede any portion of her territory, while she was 
robbing this weak State of its most valuable islands 
and seaports. All the possessions now claimed 
by England in Central America, were acquired 
in the most objectionable manner. She has no 
claims there which will bear an investigation. 
She has purchased nothing, and, according to the 
laws of nations, she has gained nothing by con- 
quest. She has not been at war with either of 


these States, and hence she could acquire nothing | 


by conquest. All the advantages ever gained from 
Spain, she yielded in the treaties of 1783 and 1786. 
Britain has gained nothing in Central American 
States since their independence, which ought to be 
recognized by civilized nations. She has neither 
discovered or purchased rights there, and without 
a legitimate war, properly conducted, she could 
acquire nothing by conquest. She has taken pos- 


session of territory, of islands, of harbors, and | 


cities, without cause or justification. She has 
driven peaceable citizens from their possessions, 
levied taxes upon unoffending people, and block- 
aded their ports until the amount was paid, as in 
the case of ‘Truxillo. 

“Captain Nolloth, ofher Majesty’: ship Plumper, formally 


presented a claim, amounting to $111,061, to the comman - 
dante of Truxillo: and, failing payment, took possession of 


the town and fort. The affrighted inhabitants, having raised | 


$1,200, the gallant captain leit with the spoil tor Jamaica.’ 


This is the language used by the excellent Eng- | 


lish missionary, Mr. Crowe. The same author 


says: 


** With no other claim than what is afforded by the treaties | 
with Spain, we have possessed ourselves of the actual sov- | 
ereigoty of territories on the northern shores of the Bay of | 
Llouduras, extending Over about twenty thousand square | 


miles, or twelve million eight hundred thousand acres, ex- 
clusive of islands and keys. 

** We have taken and retaken the important island of 
Roatan no less than five times, and are now (September, 
1550) exercising the right of sovereignty over its fertile lands, 
which extend at least to one hundred and filty square miles, 
or ninety six thonsand acres.” 


* By virtue of a late treaty with one of the contending | 
parties in Yucatan, and on the score of assistance afforded | 


for the pacification of the peninsula, during the war of 
races, Which is stil raging there, we have obtained an ex- 
tention of limits on the northern boundary of our Central 
American empire, extending from the Rio Hondo to the port 
and town of Salamanca de Bacalar, thus including about 


| three thousand six hundred square miles, or two million 


three handred and four thousand acres of additional terri- 
tory 

* To the occupation of these extensive tracts of country 
must be added the protection of the Mosquito shore, over 
which our Government exercises as much control as over 
its own possessions, though in a somewhat less direct man- 
ner, or, rather, by a more indirect course. In additien to 
four hundred miles of sea coasts, from the Rouan river to 
the San Juan del Norte, we have lately put forth a claim, 
in the name of the Waikna monarch, to about one hundred 
miles more of sea-coast, to the southward of the San Juan, 


extending throughthe State of Costa Rica and part of the | 


province of Viragua, as far as Chiriqui Lagoon; thus in- 
cluding, altogether, at Jeast thirty-seven thousand square 
miles, or twenty-three million six hundred and eighty thou- 
sand acres of protectorate, including the occupation of 
Greytown. 

** Thus, as the actual result up to the present time, ex- 
clusive of such smaller items as tan and ‘Tigre Islands, 


| we have a sum total of sixty thousand six hundred square 


miles, or thirty-eight million seven hundred and eighty-four 
thousand acres, over which we exereise full control, being 
nearly a third of all Central America, and more than two 


thirds the area of Great Britain.” 


To all this territory Mr. Crowe says England 


A wrong which should have been re- | 
dressed at once, and in the host summary man- | 





December 22. 


|| has “ no other claim than what is afforded by the 
treaties with Spain.” 
In this connection, it is proper for us to ascer. 
tain what claim Britain acquired by her treaties 
with Spain. Her first settlements were made by 

+7 ” , sf Pol} : . C, 

pirates. The town of Belize was named after oye 
of the most notorious buceancers, and was, for 
a long time, the headquarters of the vile and the 
lawless—the common outlaws of the seas. The 
| were not recogmzed until they turned their atte. 
tion to cutting logwood and other valuable tim. 
bers, when they received sympathy and support: 
from England. Repeated attempts were made b 
Spain to dislodge them from her coasts, but the 
had the assistance of English cruisers, and the 
work was not easily done. They maintained 
their position, and were soon able to extend their 
setlements into the Mosquito territory, from 
which a few emissaries made a covert attempt 
_ to colonize certain districts in Central America, 
Their chief object seemed to be to get control of 
the line of country where the junction of the two 
oceans was thought to be most practicable. At 
this early period, (1740,) the project of a channel 
through the river San Juan and lake Nicaragua 
was conceived; and at that time it excited consid- 
erable interest. While England pressed her iy- 
terests by the route across the Isthmus of Darien, 
| she was not careless of the route across the Isth. 
| mus of Panama. 
In these piratical settlements Britain laid the 
| foundation for her claim against Spain for certain 
limited rightsin ** the Belize.’’? Their first treaty 
was made in 1763, by which England stipulated 
to demolish all fortifications erected by her sub- 
jects in the Bay of Honduras, and other places 
in the territory of Spain in that part of the world, 
within four months after the ratification of the 
treaty; in consideration thereof Spain agreed to 
permit them to cut, load, and carry away log- 
wood, without molestation. This treaty continucd 
until the close of our revolutionary war; whena 
treaty was made between Britain and Spain, at 
Versailles, September, 1783. The sixth article of 
that treaty refids as follows: 

“ The intention of the two high contracting parties being 
to prevent, as much as possible, all causes of complaint 
and misunderstanding heretofore occasioned by the cutting 
of wood for dyeing, or logwood; and several English set- 
tlements having been formed, under that pretense, npon the 
Spanish continent, itis expressly agreed that his Britanme 
Majesty's subjects shall have the right of cutting, loading, 
| and carrying away logwood, in the district lying between 
| the rivers Ballis, or Belize, and Rio Hondo, taking the course 
| of the said two rivers for unalterable boundaries.’? 


This article authorizes his Majesty’s subjects 
engaged in cutting wood to build houses for their 
protaayan, and secures themall the rightsgranted, 
yut upon the express condition that the stipula- 
tion should not be considered as derogating in 
| anywise from Spanish sovereignty. Three years 
afterwards additional articles were added by the 
convention of July, 1786. 

Article two of that treaty reads as follows: 


*'The Catholic King, to prove, on his side, to the King of 
| Great Britain, the sincerity of his sentiments of friendship 
, towards his Majesty and the British nation, will grant to 
the English more extensive limits than those specified in the 
last treaty of peace, (1783 ;) and the said limits of the lands 
added by the present convention shail in future be under- 
stood in the manner foliowing: the English line, begin- 
ning from the sea, shall take the center of the river Sibun 
| or Javon, and ascend up to the source of said river; from 
thence it shall cross in astraight line the intermediate land, 
| till it intersects the river Wallis ; and by the center of the 
said river the line shall descend to the point where it will 
meet the line already settled and marked out by the com- 
missioners of the two Crownsin 1783; whieh limit, follow- 
ing the continuation of the said line, shall be observed as 
formerly stipulated by the definitive treaty. 

* Arp. 3. Although no other advantages have hitherto 

| been in question, except that of cutting wood for dyeing, 
yet his Catholic Majesty, as a greater proof of his dispost- 
| tion to oblige the King of Great Britain, will grant to the 
| English the liberty of cutting all other woods, without even 

|| excepting mahogany, as well as gathering all the fruits and 
produce of the earth, purely natural and uncultivated, 
|| which may, besides being carried away in their natural 
state, become an object of utility or commerce, whether for 
food or for manutactures; but it is expressly agreed that 
this stipulation is never to be used as a pretext for estab- 
lishing in that country any plantations of sugar, coffee, 
cocoa, or other like articles, or any fabric or manufacture, 
by means of mills, or other machines whatsoever ; since, all 
lands in question being undisputably acknowledged to be- 
tong of right to the Crown of Spain, no settlements of that 
| kind, orthe a which would follow, ean be allowed. 
|| The English shall be allowed to wransport and convey all 
such wood and other produce of the place, in its natural 

and wacultivated state, down the rivers to the sea; but 

without ever the limits which are prescribed 

| to them by above granted, and without 
| thereby taking an opportunity of ascending the said rivers 
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pevond their bounds, into the countries 
Spain.” ' . 
Article seven provides for the ‘ entire preser- 
yation of the rights of the Spanish sovereignty 
over the country in which is granted to the Eng- 
jish only the privilege of making use of the wood | 
of various kinds;”’ and it provides that the Eng- 
lish ** shall not meditate any more extensive set- 


belonging to 


‘| 
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view the settlement of territorial rights, and treated || 
it as one having no other object than the security 


| and neutrality of the proposed canal route across 


tlements than the one defined,” | 


This treaty also required England to evacuate 
her settlements on Black river, and other parts 
of the Mosquito coast: 

«lis Britannic Majesty’s subjects, and the other col- 
onists Who have hitherto enjoyed the protection of Eng- 
jand, shall evacuate the country of the Mosquitos, as well 
as the continent in general, and the islands adjacent, with- 
out excepuon.”’ 

To see that this was done, and that no further 
settlements were made, Spain sent out commis- 
sioners at different times, thus showing their de- 
termination to s@cure the observation of the treaty 
stipulations, to protect their territory from fur- 
ther settlement, and maintain their sovereignty 
over the country. 

[t is difficult to see what right England acquired 
under these treaties further than that of cutting 
dye-woods and mahogany; and yet we have seen 
how they have violated the express provisions of 
the treaty of 1786, by continuing the protectorate 
over the ** Mosquito shore.”’ Itis true that most 
of these extensions have been made since the Cen- 
tral American States and Mexico achieved their 
independence from Spain; but these States suc- 
ceeded to the rights of Spain; and in the case of 
Mexico, England thought it necessary to stipu- 
Jate, in her treaty of the 26th December, 1826, 
with that State, for the same rights and privileges 
as she acquired from Spain under the treaty of 
1786. 

England can show no other right than that ac- 
quired from Spain; and certainly she cannot jus- 
tify her pretensions under the treaties to which I 
have referred. Lord Palmerston was fully con- 
vinced of this fact in July, 1849; and in order to 
avoid the charges of gross violation of their treaty 
stipulations, he attempted, and wrote to the Nic- 
araguan Minister, to show that the Mosquito 
territory did not form an integral portion of the 
Spanish dominions in Central America; and that 
in the treaties of 1783 and 1786, it was nota 
question of proving the rights of Spain, but one 
regulating the relations of British subjects in their 
industrial pursuits. This may have been their 
object, but the Spanish King had different views 
of the convention, and through his commission- 
ers saw that they were carried out. 

The district wes regularly visited by Span- 
ish commissioners, who, in many instances, de- 
stroyed the improvements which had been made 
by the British settlers, and laid waste their plan- 
tations of sugar-cane and other produce. These 
acts England acknowledged as just, under the 
treaty. Some of the oldest inhabitants of the bay 
still retain vivid impressions of those visits, and 
of the destruction of their property. The British 
Minister can justify the spoliation of the territory 
of the Central American States in no other way. 
After making three solemn treaties with Spain, 
in which she acknowledged, and pledged her na- 
tional honor to observe, the sovereignty of Spain 
over this very territory, English statesmen have 
the assurance to deny that this territory consti- 
tuted a portion of the Spanish domain. Thisin- 
terpretation of the treaties of 1783 and 1786 with 
Spain, is equaled only by their interpretation of | 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. In the first, they 
solemnly admitted the sovereignty of Spain, and | 
demolished their own forts, and evacuated the 
territory; they now pretend to deny that Spain 
had any sovereign rights over that section, and 
insist that the treaties with her were for the reg- | 
ulation of the rights of British subjects. 

In the case of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, they 
entered into equally solemn stipulations to evac- | 
uate their possessions and give up their protec- | 
torate in consideration of our agreeing not to | 
colonize any portion of the Central American ter- | 
ritory, and as a final settlement of the difficulties 
caused by their attempted seizure of Roatan, 
Greytown, the Bay Islands, and other territory; | 
and 1 acknowledged this interpretation by | 
their ‘declaration,’ spacifying and reserving | 
their rights in the Belize. Yet, so soon as it was | 
thought necessary to give a different interpretation 
to the treaty, they denied that the treaty had in 


the Isthmus. 
The whole object of British diplomacy on these 
Central American affairs, appears to have been 


| to delay and embarrass until they could repudiate 


and avoid the obligations acceptedby herself—a 
system of duplicity and of fraud equally dishon- 
estand disgraceful. She has kept no engagement 
made with Spain on this subject; and she will keep 
none that she may make with the weak Central 
American States. She has been true to the same 
base policy so far as we are concerned; and she 


| will continue so until she is compelled to observe 


her treaty stipulations by arguments of a more 
forcible character. Britain has the same interest 


| in these Central American islands—these keys to 


the commerce of the Pacific ocean—that she had 
in Malta, which she considered the key to the 
route to India by the way of the Isthmus of Da- 


rien; and she is pursuing the same general pol- 


| Sublime Porte; but shé refused to do either. Va- 


icy. England saw the importance of Malta, and 
wrested it from France. Afterwards, in the treaty 
of Amiens, England stipulated to restore Malta 
to the order of St. John of Jerusalem, the Cape 
of Good Hope to Holland, and Alexandria to the 


rious excuses were given for her violation of the 


| treaty, but the true and only one was the import- 


| mean what we say on the subject of the Monroe 


| land found it necessary to fit out three fleets, two 





| Spain. 


ance of the Island of Malta to her Mediterranean 
commerce, and as an outpost on the route to In- 
dia. Napoleon saw this, and took his position 
boldly and distinctly, as we should now take ours. 
He notified the British Government that peace or 
war depended upon their evacuation of Malta: 


© That rock of Malta, on which new fortifications have 

been erected, is doubtiess of great importance in a mari || 
time point of view; but it has a value far more important 
in my eyes; it touches the honor of France. What would 
the world say, if we were to submit to the violation of a || 
solemn treaty signed by ourselves?) Would they not doubt 
our energy? For myself, my part is taken: L would rather 
put vou in possession of the heights of Montmartre than of || 
Maita.”? : 


The time has arrived in the history of our nego- 
tiations with England on Central American mat- 
ters for something definite. They should be no- 
tified that peace can be maintained only by the | 
observance of her treaty stipulations, and that we || 


doctrine. If war comes, let it come; the honor of 
the country will be maintained, and the nations || 
will learn that they must observe their treaty stip- 

ulations with us. 

But we are told that England has formed an al- | 
liance with France intended for the west as well 
as the eastern continent. Suppose she has; this || 
does not change the principle of right involved, || 
or prevent other alliances from being formed, by 
which her commerce can be ruined and her power 
broken. This system of offensive and defensive | 
alliances is not new with England. European his- 
tory furnishes many instances of a similar char- 
acter. 

When she first interfered in European affairs, 
she practiced this system between France and 
The friend of first the one, and then the 
other, until she weakened and injured both. She 
next tried her skill in the north of Europe; and 
the same policy enabled her to estrange and | 
weaken Denmark and Sweden, and to secure an 
ascendency of those States. She had barely ac- 
complished this desirable end, when Russia de- 
manded her attention. The Czar Peter aspired | 
toa maritime existence for his Government. For 
a period the advantages England enjoyed in sup- 
plying the wants of Russia, kept the two nations | 
on the most friendly terms; but after the alliance 
between Spain and Austria, by which Gibraltar 
was threatened, and the relations of the European 
Powerg were forced into new combinations, Eng- 


for the benefit of Spain, and one to protect Den- || 
mark and Sweden fon contemplated movements || 
on the part of Russia. In this movement Eng- || 
land allied herself with the German States, and 
Prussia and France, and against her old ally, 
Austria. Soon after this, she renewed her rela- 
tions with Spain; and by aiding or agreeing to | 
aid Spain in Tuscany, Parma, and Placentia, she | 
secured a full recognition to her claim to Gibral- || 
tar and Minorca. But in accomplishing this end, || 
she violated the provisions of the quadruple alli- || 
ance, and committed a breach against her old and ‘| 





| ance with which one she acted. 
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faithful ally. Walpole, however, succeeded in 
quieting Austria bya secret negotiation, by which 
he recognized the pragmatic sanction and the suc- 
cession of Charles VI. 

Her next stroke of policy was seen in the man- 
ner she avoided the war which grew out of tho 
Polish succession. In deing this she violated a 
dozen different treaties, with as many different 
nations, and then succeeded by ingenious excuses 
and apologies in satisfying the offended parties, 
Her first difficulty after this period was with 
Spain, in the war of 1739, which resulted from 
her trespasses on the Spanish territory at ** the 
Belize,’’ and herattemptto rob Spain of the com- 
merce with her American territories. ‘To correct 
the one, and avoid the other, Spain was driven to 
the use of the severest measures. She asserted 
the right ** of visit and search,’’ and attempted to 
exercise it. This England could not tolerate, and 
hence her declaration of war against Spain, Can 
we, with honor, permit England to do now, what 
she refused to permit Spain to do in 1739? We 
have her authority for denying the right, and we 


| should, if another offense is committed, adopt her 


remedy. 
The ambitious policy of France, inthe Austrian 


| war of succession, led England into a grand alli- 


ance with Au&tria, Russia, and Prussia, Through 
this combination she forced the peace of Aix-la- 
Chapelle, by which Austrian interests were pro- 
tected from French cupidity. First, the ally of 
Austria, then of Spain, and then of France—for 
and against each in their turn; and when her in- 
terests could be promoted, it was of little import- 
In the next Euro- 
pean war, she was against all her old associates, 
having been forced into alliances with Prussia and 
Sardinia and Portugal. In these relations she 
was not faithful, but, forming a separate treaty, 


| she left Frederick IL. to get out of the difficulty the 


best way he could. In each of the continental 


| wars alluded to, the Spanish, the Austrian war of 


succession, and in the seven years’ war, England 
had different allies; and in each instance she made 
secret and selfish treaties, in which she deserted 
her principal confederates. 

During the wars of the French Republic, Eng- 
land pursued the same crooked policy. Firat the 
ally of one and then of another nation, but always 


| influenced more by her commercial interests than 


by her treaty stipulations. While we are com- 
pelled to censure her want of good faith, we can- 
not avoid admiring her noble bearing, and of jus- 


| tifying her deep interest in a commercial policy 


which has made her the great storehouse of the 
nations. We envy not her prosperity, but we 
demand the performance of her treaty stipulations, 
whereby we may hope to have an equal chance 


| in the great race of civilization and national ad- 


vancement. 

I have thus alluded to British diplomacy, and 
the manner in which that great nation has too 
often violated its treaty stipulations, with regret. 
Contrasted with these blemishes, there is so much 


| to admire in her past history and in her present 
| character, that they are almost forgotten in mak- 
| ing up the record of her greatness. 
_has been such strange misunderstandings about 
| our Central American affairs; such repeated and 


But, there 


positive contradictions between their language 
and their acts; such a dullness on their part, in 


| comprehending the English language, of which 


they are unquestionably the accomplished mas- 
ters; finally, such unwillingness to speak plainly 
and act promptly, that very many honest people 
doubt their professions of good faith and plain 
dealing with us in the Central American ques- 
tions. 

Under these circumstances, it is excusable to 


| look into their past history in such matters. From 


these circumstances, in connection with our ex- 

erience already, it is not improper to doubt Eng- 
and’s, sincerity in what she now says. If itis 
her intention to comply with the stipulations in 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, why not do so openly, 
and without introducing her old system of trian- 
gular diplomacy. This attempt, on her part, to 
keep her treaty with us by entering into other 
treaties with the weak States of Central America, 

romises no good result. It is her duty as an 
Danenabli and powerful nation to meet this ques- 
tion squarely and openly; and it is our duty to 
demand this from her. e may, possibly, gain 
the same result from the course proposed by Brit- 
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ain, but it will be done at the sacrifice of our in- 
depundence and equality. 

In my opinion, itis our duty to take the high- 
est possible position on this question, and to main- 
tain it at all hazards. In this way, both peace and 
honor can be maintained, but in no other course 
canit be done. Letit be known that the shadow 
of our flag covers the ship with an enchanted at- 
mosphere, into which no nation can penetrate with 
impunity, and we will hear no more of ** visit 
and search,’’ under any circumstances whatever. 
Let the Clayton-Bulwer treaty be abrogated at 
once, and if necessary, by force, and we will not 
again be called upon to spe nd ten years in fruit- 
less and irritating diplomacy ! 

Mr. MORRIS, of INinois. I desire, Mr. Chair- 
man, to have read the resolution submitted by 
the gentleman from Missouri, in reference to the 
Territories of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Kesoived, That so much of said message and accom 


panying documents as relates to the Territories of the United 
Sintes, the establishinent of a territorial government over 
\rizona, and the provision for a general act for the admis 
sion of the Territories into the Union as States, be referred 


to the Committee on Territories. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I move to amend 
that resolution by adding the following: 

And that the said committee be authorized and directed 
to report to the House the following bill—— 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I have only to 
suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that the 
resolution he refers to is not at this time before 
the House. There will be the same course of 
procedure on the resolutions | have off red as 
ipon a bill; each resolution will be taken up in its 
turn; and all the gentleman can do now is to give 
notice of his amendment. 
preclude it. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I think that 1 am 
in order in submitting my motion at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understands 
the gentleman from Missouri to make the point 
of order, that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois is not now in order. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I metely threw 
out the suggestion to the gentleman that we have 
- not yet reached the resolution which he proposes 
toamend. ‘The resolutions have only been read 
for information; and | made the remark in order 
that the gentdeman and the House might not be 
taken by surprise. 

The CHAIRMAN. When tbe resolutions are 
taken up for final action, they must be taken up 
as they have been offered; and the gentleman’s 
amendment will not be in order untt! the resolu- 
tion has been reached which he proposes to 
amend, 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I understood the 
gentleman from Missouri to submit certain reso- 
lutions to this committee, and that these resolu- 
tions are now before us for consideration, and no 
one of them is enuUed to any particular prece- 
dence. lam aware of the sensitiveness of some 
gentiemen in regard to the amendment | propose. 
I gave notice on the 8th instant that [ would ask 
for leave to introduce iton the next day, which was 
two weeks ago, and | had it ready to introduce 
on that day, but no opportunity was thenafforded 
me to doit, L hope, therefore, that my friend will 
not insist on his point of order, If we are not to 
move to amend the resolutions unul they come up 
for final action, one by one, we may never get a 
chance to amend them. But still, if 1 am not 
allowed to move my amendment, | cannot be pre- 
vented from giving my views on the subject of my 
proposition. Neither the Chairman nor the gen- 
deman from Missouri can gainsay that position. 
Let the Clerk read the bill asa partof my speech. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill for an act granting to the people of the several or 
ganized Territories of the United States the right to provide, 
through their respective Legislatures, for the appointment 
or election of their Governors, judges, and all other territo- 
rial officers, in such mode or imanner as said Legislatures 
may by law determine. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the people of the several organized Territories of the United 
Stutes be, and they are hereby, authorized and empowered 
to appoint or elect their Governors, judges, and all other ter- 
ritorial officers, in such mode or manner as their respective 
Legislatures may by law determine, and to define thelr 
powers and prescribe their duties: Provided, ‘That nothing 
herein contained shall be so construed as to interfere with | 
the right of ibe existing officers ia said Territories, or those | 


[I have no desire to 


that aay be hereatter appointed by the President, to hold | 


Uicir respective offices until their successors are appointed 
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‘of the Lecompton question down to the 


| the message, or that policy in detail. 


| ophants. 


or elected, and qualified in pursuance of the laws of said 
‘Territories. 

Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That the people of the 
Territories hereafter organized by acts of Congress shall be 
vested with the same right and power of appointing or elect- 
ing their Governors, judges, and all other territorial officers, 


and defining their powers and prescribing their duties, | 


which, by the provision of the foregoing section, are con- 
ferred on the people of the Territories now organized. 
Sec. 3. ind be it further enacted, That all suits and 


causes of action in the said ‘Territories, arising under the | 
Constitution and laws of the United States, shall be tried | 


at such Umes and in such manner as Congress may by law 
provide. 


Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the people ofany |! 


Territory of the United States, now organized, or which 


) may be hereafter organized, are hereby authorized and em- 


powered to call a convention and frame a constitution pre - 
paratory to admission into the Union as a State, in such 
manner as their Legistature may by law prescribe : Provided, 
That application for such admission into the Union shall 


not be made until the population of such Territory shall be | 
sufficiently numerous to entitle it to one Representative in | 


the House of Representatives, on the basis of the apportion- 


ment of representation established by Congress for the sev- | 


eral States : nd provided further, That nosuch application 


shall be received or entertained by Congress until the con- | 


stitution framed for said Territory shall be submitted to the 


people thereof, by a direct vote, for their approval or rejec-*| 


tion, and shall have been approved by a majority of the 


legal voters of said Territory: And provided further, That | 


nothing herein contained shall operate against the inmmedi- 
ate admission of Kansas and Oregon into the Union. 


Src.5. .and he it further enacted, Thaiallactsand parts | 


of acts coming in couflict with this act be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. 


already stated, and desire to repeat, that some 
two weeks ago! cave notice tothe House that on 
the nextday [ should ask permission to introduce 


the bill which has just been read at the Clerk’s | 


desk. Ihave earnestly sought, sir, from that day 
to this, for an opportunity to introduce it, that it 
might come before the House for its considera- 
tion. No such opportunity having been offered 


me, I have been compelled to resort to having it | 


read as a partof my speech, that I may show that 
I was in good faith in the notice I gave. 

I do not propose, however, to stop now and dis- 
cuss the merits of that measure. I am desirous 
that an examination of the bill shall be made by 
each member of the House, and that it shall be con- 
sidered by the country; and if it shall be thought 


just and right, as I believe it to be, that it will re- 
ceive the sanction of Congress when we come to | 


a final vote uponit. I shall offer it to the House, 
not for the purpose of gratifying any idle curios- 
ity, nor, as some gentlemen might suppose, for 
Bancombe; but I shall offer it in good faith, be- 
lieving it to be just and proper. 

Mr. Chairman, the President, in his annual mes- 
sage, has seen proper to open the whole subject 


of our difficulties with Kansas and our relations | 
to the Territories, and to assume to instruct us in | 


reference to our obligations toward them. I re- 
gret this deeply; but there is no one responsible 
for it but himself. I can say, for one, that when 
I returned to this House as a Representative from 


the State of Illinois, I was in hopes that old issues | 
which had passed and gone would be suffered to | 
jut they have been revived; and the same | 


sleep. 
line of policy which has been pursued by the Ad- 
ministration and its friends, from the opening 


present 
moment, towards the Democracy of Illinois—and 


everything indicates it—is to be followed up. 


But I will not now enter into a discussion of 
I will not 
now pause to vindicate the Democracy of the 
State which I have the honor, in part, to repre- 
sent. Its history, sir, speaks for itself; and is a 
proud and enduring monumentto its fidelity to 
principle. Its banner, in the hottest and fiercest 
political battles that have ever been fought in the 
nation, has never trailed in the dust. That State 
has never cast her electoral vote for any other 
than the Democratic candidates for President and 
Vice President. And yet, sir, the Democratic party 
there has been subjected to the humiliating spec- 
tacle before the nation of having its bravest and 
truest men brought to the guillotine, and their 
places supplied by miserable scoundrels and syc- 
I will say this much now; and if oc- 
ceasion offers, I intend to prove to this House and 
the country the character of these miserable crea- 
tures, who crowd around the public table for the 
crumbs that may fall from it. Thank God, sir, 
the true-hearted sons of Hlinois value their prin- 
ciples far above ro or official position; and 
these vampires who have sloughed off from the 


OBE. 


take back. 


Mr. Chairman, i 
Mr. Chairman, it 
will be remembered by the committee, as I have |; 
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moral face of society, and who congregated here 
last winter for the loaves and fishes, while they 
hold their places, do so in defiance of the pu\}j- 
wish, and at the price of public scorn. And. si, 
when the proper time arrives, I shall call names. 
I shall produce records; and I shall show tha; 
some of the most infamous men that have ever djs. 
graced public station or society, have been placed 
in Official positions in Illinois, over the heads of 
brave, and true, and good men; and aside fro 
the record, I will prove it, in part, by their turnins 
State’s evidence on each other. , 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Do I under. 
stand my colleague to say that persons of that 
description have been appointed to office by the 
present Administration ? 

Mr. MORRIS, Of Illinois. 
Chairman, what I have said. 


» Sir, 


I have said, My. 
I have nothing to 
I have nothing to retract from the 
course which | have heretofore tought proper to 
pursue upon the Lecompton question. I do not 
mean to say that the character of the individuals 
alluded to was known to the President or the heads 
of the Departments at the time of their appoint- 
ment. Isimply charge that such men have been 
appointed to office, and as to how far the heads 
of Departments here are responsible or culpable, 
is a matter for future consideration. I merely 
charge the fact, that in consequence of our differ- 
ence with the Administration in reference to the 
Lecompton constitution, the Democracy of Illi- 
nois have been pursued and hunted down every- 


_where by Federal patronage and power. Be it 


so; it will make no difference in my action here as 


| a Democratic Representative upon this floor. 


I have said, sir, that the Lecompton question 


| was the origin of all this hostility towards the 
Illinois Democracy; but I will notsay that. No, 


sir, this war is upon Illinois’ distinguished Sena- 
tor, and its origin liesaway behind that. Lecomp- 
tonism was merely seized upon as a pretext to 
rally an opposition to him. 

But Iam fearful that I shall occupy too much of 
the time of the committee. I wanted simply to say 


| this: that we were hunted down in consequence 


of a difference of opinion between us and the Ad- 
ministration on one question alone; that every 
Democrat inthat State who dared to take his posi- 
tion in opposition to the admission of Kansas, 
under the Lecompton Constitution, was pro- 
scribed; and I now repeat that no other class of 
Democrats has been so treated. 

I could not, yesterday, help reflecting upon the 
sad—I had almost said melancholy—condition 
of my distinguished friend from Virginia, [Mr. 
Mi..son.] In discussing the pension bill, he was 
unfortunate enough to say to the member from 
Pennsylvania, that he thought he was advocating 
it because he saw specific duties in it. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania nodded assent. By the 
remark of the gentleman from Virginia, he cer- 
tainly left the impression upon the House and the 
country, that he was opposed to specific duties. 
I will shake hands with him upon that position. 
I am opposed to specific duties as much as he is; 
but I pitied his condition, because I did not know 


| but before night he might be read out of the Dem- 


ocratic party at the White House! He chose to 
differ from the President. We chose to differ from 
the President, and that was the result with us; 
and I do not know why he should be made an 
exception totherule. , 

But, sir, my object in introducing the bill which 
was read at the Clerk’s desk, is to relieve the peo- 
ple of the Territories from Executive influence, 
Executive power, and Executive interference, as 
they are, and of right should be, relieved from con- 
gressional intervention. I think I can, as I shall 
at the proper time undertake to do, demonstrate 
that we have the constitutional power to confer 
this right upon the people of the erritories, and 
that itis our sworn and bounden duty to do it. 
When that is done, we shall hear no more of the 
agitation of the slavery question within the walls 
of this Capitol. The evils which have grown up 
in the Territories in their domestic affairs have 
principally arisen from the mismanagement of the 
executives who have gone into them; and itis far 
better that you should leave the men who have 
settled them to regulate their own affairs,and select 
their own officers, thén it is for Congress or the 
President to do it for them. 

I shall endeavor to show that while the Gov- 


ernor of a Territory is responsible to the Presi- 
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dent for his acts, he exercises a local power over 
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| ject in a serious manner, for I believe the gentle- 
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view, judging from the past, no beneficial results 
. > 


ere the local interests of the people of the Territory man is a serious man, and wants to be treated in || are to follow appointments made by the President; 
hey to whom he is no way responsible for the man- || a serious way. I was aware that there was that | it is just as well that the Mormons should select 
blie ner in which he discharges his duties. . | objection to the bill, and that it would be urged | their own Governor, judges, and other officers, as 
Sir, [shall undertake, also, to show that while these || before the House. My first answer to it is, that | it is that you should send them there; because, 
nes; judges are called Federal judges, they are nothing |] where you aaa a general rule, as | propose || when they get there, they have no power to en- 
that ‘but local, territorial judges, passing upon the lo- || to do in this ill, there may be occasional cases |) force a solitary provision of your statute. Until 
dis. cal rights and interests of the people, while they where it will not operate well. But, sir, as wise very recently, Brigham Young, the great leader 
iced are responsible in no way to those upon whom legislators, are you to eschew or castaside a meas- || of Mormondon, has beenacting as Governor under 
8 of they sitin judgment. I think these propositions || ure, in itself right, because some evil or abuse |; Executive appointment. My remedy for our 
rom can be clearly and conclusively demonstrated ; and || may flow from it? Let the general principle apply || Mormon troubles is, to repeal their organic act, 
ling [ hope when the measure comes before the Ilouse || wherever your Territories extend, and if evils fol- || treat them as alien enemies, and attach them to 
it will be fairly, dispassionately, and candidly || low, remedies for those evils will very soon pre- || some neighboring jurisdiction for judicial pur- 
der- considered ,and that we shall take these Territorics || sent themselves. poses. . ’ 
that out from under the controland influence of power But, sir, [ have some little knowledge of this 1 did not, Mr. Chairman, when I rose, intend 
the at Washington. You allow the people noy to || class of persons to whom the gentleman from | to occupy the time of the committee but a few 
elect the members of their Legislature; you allow || Pennsylvania alludes, as he also is perhajs ac- | minutes.’ | did not intend to enter into a general 
Mr. them to pass such laws as they think proper with- || quainted with their history. He is aware of the | discussion of the measure which I shall submit at 
z to out submitting them to Congress for its approval || fact that they once resided in the State of Illinois. | the first favorable opportunity. T only intended 
the or disapproval; and what reason can be offered Mr. RITCHIE. I only instanced the case of | to give an outline of it, and an assurance to the 
rto why they shoufd not also be permitted to choose || Utah as one of a whole class of cases. If we |) House and the country that I had introduced it 
het their judges and other territorial officers? Inevery || yield the government to the Territories, we permit || in good faith. And, sir, L intend to follow it up. 
tals liberal government, sovereignty resides in its le- || them to establish any kind of institutions, though || If the measure is not passed at this session—and 
ads gislative department; the executive and judicial || hostile to our own. They have already the Le- | I must confess I have no expeetation that it will 
int- departments are only subordinate and auxiliary || gislature; and if we give them the executive they ;| —I shall press it upon the next Congress, and as 
een branches; and if you allow them to make their | will have the law in their own hands, and they | long as I have the honor of a seat upon this floor, 
ads own laws, why not give them the power to exe- || may toall intents and purposes be a hostile nation. || if it is not sooner disposed of. 
ble, cute them; and not hold the power here in the || I admit that the position taken by the gentleman | Mr. JENKINS. 1 do not wish to embarrass 
rely city of Washington, far away from the locality || now is entirely consistent with the position taken || the gentleman in his argument; but if he will per- 
ler- where it is to operate? When you talk about || by the repealers of the Missouri compromise in || mit me, I will ask him whether he is to be under- 
the popular sovereignty, do not ** keep the word of || 1854; but I wished to point out the absurdity of |; stood as taking the position in favor of the exten- 
I li- promise to the ear and break it to the hope.”’ the whole theory. | sion of the principle to which he refers, to Utah? 
ry- Mr. KEITT. Will the gentleman allow me to Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I did not hearthe last | Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. When Utah is in 
e it ask him whether he was in favor of the repeal of || remark of the gentleman from Pennsylvania; but || a state of rebellion IT would so treat it. IT have 
eas the Missouri restriction ? | I understand he is a bachelor, and does not know || heard it said that it was in a state of rebellion. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I will answer the || much about ‘domestic institutions;”’ and hence, if |} But this is not a matter I now propose to discuss. 
ion gentleman. I was in favor of that repeal; and if || he was talking about territorial affairs, he may be || I refer only to general principles; and if the gen- 
the any gentleman has ever told him to the con- || excusedifheerrs. ButI was goingontosay,when || tleman from Virginia thinks he can make any- 
No, trary-—— interrupted, that if the gentleman is in earnest in || thing by interrogating me, as he has on the Mor- 
na- Mr. KEITT. Nobody has; nobody has. reference to Utah, let him offer an amendment to || mon question, he is welcome to it. I do not ask 
np- Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I believe the meas- || the bill, excepting that Territory from its general || to take anything back. I have long since defined 
t to ure which repealed the Missouri line was emi- || operation. my position toward that people. 1 believe, this 
nently just and right. [I so stated in a speech Mr. RITCHIE. I wantit to apply to Utah, || day, that they embrace within themselves more 
h of which | made in this House at the Jast session of || as well as to all other Territories, if itis to apply || of corruption and wickedness than any other class 
say Congress, and I have frequently stated it before. | anywhere. |! of people upon the face of the earth; and further, 
nee And why do I so believe it? Because it was one Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I was about to add || that the day will come when their presence will 
Ad- step towards giving to our distant settlements || that it makes no difference whether these officers || no longer Be tolerated by any society. The very 
ery in the Territories the right of self-government. I || in Utah are appointed by the President or elected || law of self-preservation will induce the adoption 
OSI- wantto follow up that step; and I callupon the gen- || by the people, for the reason that if they are op- || of some means of disposing of them. We could 
as, tleman from South Carolina, if he was in favor of | posed to the institutions of the Mormons, they || not live with them in Illinois, nor can any peo- 
r0- that measure, (as I presume he was, for he voted || cannot remain there. If they are sent there by || ple who are contiguous live with them in peace 
3 of for it,) to go on in his well-doing. If he believed | Executive authority, and approve ofand wink at || and safety. If they are in a state of rebellion we 
in the doctrine of popular sovereignty then, and || the delinquencies of the Mormons, and refuse to |) should treat them as rebels. I do not know that 
the believes in it now, he ought not to oppose a bill || enforce the laws against them, they will be treated || they are fighting against our troops. On the con- 
ion which proposes to carry it out to its legitimate || kindly by them, and be thus betrayed intoa dere- || trary, I believe the President, in his annual mes- 
Mr. and proper extent. That the principle is right, || lictionof duty. In other words, youcannotcarry |) sage, has congratulated the country on the termi- 
was he will hardly deny. If it was right when he | out a policy instituted by the Government to- || nation of the Utah war. I cannot say that they 
om supported it, itis right now. If it was right to || wards the Mormons, in their present organize ||) are at war without disputing the statement of the 
ing give the people power to pass their own laws, it || condition, which they are not willing to acquiesce || President, for | have not the privilege of looking 
en- is equally right to give them the power to appoint || in, any more than you can carry out an obnox- |) behind the screen; but, sir, I can guess; and if | 
the the officers who are to execute those laws; and I || ious course of policy towards the people of Kan- || should I would guess that there will be a fearful 
er call upon the honorable gentleman from South |} sas, Nebraska, or any other Territory. If your | sequel to the Mormon troubles. You can never 
the Carolina to stick to the bargain he made when || Government officers attempt to interfere with their || rely upon them. 
ies. the Missouri compromise line was repealed, and || institutions, as they have done in some instances, | But do not let us lose sight of a great principle. 
on. not to back down from it. If the shoe pinches, || the result will be as it has been in the past—that ||} When the thirteen colonies declared their inde- 
18; he must not wince. You may have the power— || they will be driven away. I am free to say that, || pendence of the mother country, it was approved 
ow and I concede that you have it—to create the ma- || so far as any beneficial influence is to result from |) by the majority of the people. Would gentlemen 
‘m- chinery of government for the Territories; but || the appointment of officers for that Territory, it |, have withheld that declaration with all its count- 
2 to you have no power, when it is created, to operate || would, perhaps, be just as well that the Mormons || less blessings, because perhaps it might bring one 
om it for the people. That power belongs of rightto || should make their own selections, as that they || or two evils in its train, or one or two familics 
us; them, and you should leave them to exercise it. || should be selected by the President, for the rea- || might be benefited by it who ought not to have 
an Because you own the soil, it does not follow that || sons I have assigned. If they are selected by the | been. It is the business of legislators to look at 
you own the man who lives onit. [ assert the || Presideut, they yield obedience, as experience has || the general bearing of a measure which is pre- 
ich doctrine, without taking the time to more than \| shown, to Mormon dictation and Mormon be- || sented, to look and see whether the good predom- 
e0- merely enunciate it, that, when a man leaves one || hests. If the contrary were true, if they would || inates largely over the evil. When the good,as 
ce of the States to settle in a Territory, he goes there || enforce the laws, I might take a very different | it does in this instance, largely predominates, 
as clothed with all the dignities, rights, powers, and || view of the matter; butstill I would not abandon | then the measure ought to be adopted. The day 
on- privileges of an American citizen; and your Gov- || the great principle of self-government as applied || is not distant when these Mormon outrages and 
ial ernment has no right to deprive him of them. || to the Territories, though in the case of Utah I |) difficulties will be corrected. And, sir, becau 
ate He carries with him the undoubted right to lay |} would be careful to guard against abuses they, with the rest of the Territories, may have 
fer the foundations of his own institutions in his own | When we had this measure before the House || the right to elect their Governors and other offii- 
und way; to build them up in conformity to his own || at the last session of Congress, I desired to ask || cers under this bill, that is no reason why the 
) it. notions; and whenever you prevent him from || gentlemen who were talking about enforcing the || people of all the Territories should be treated un- 
the doing it, you exercise an act of tyranny at which || laws there, how they were to beenforced? Sup-|) justly. [ hope, therefore, the measure wall be 
alls his nature revolts, and which is at variance with || pose the President appoints the Governor, the | adopted when it comes before the House, 
up the whole genius of our Government. || marshal, the district attorney, and the judges: I have, Mr. Chairman, only sketched a brief 
Ave Mr. RITCHIE. I would ask the gentleman || what will it amount to, when the Mormons have |} outline of my views, not having intended to do 
the what he considers the practical effect of his theory || the grand and the petit juries? You may find in- || anything more when I rose than merely to pre- 
far would be in the Territory of Utah, if it were car- || dictments, arraign them for trial, prosecute them sent the bill. But as that privilege was denied, 
ave ried into effect there ? ably, and your judges may instruct the jury to || by what I regarded as the merest technical obj: 
ect Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I am very gled the || bring in a verdict of guilty; yet, as soon as the || tion, the only alternative léft was to present it as 
the gentleman has suggested that, for | want io talk || jury return to their room, they will laugh the || a part of a speech, and then to make the speech 
about it, and I hope he will continue to make || charge to scorn, and render a verdict contrary to | from necessity to fitthe bill. I shall hereafter eo 
ov- 


si- 


other sensible suggestions. I will treat the sub- 


instructions. 


Hence, as in a practical point of 


| more into the details of the subjects referred to. 
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Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I ask the per- 
mission of the House to print some remarks upon 
the state of the Union generally. 

Permission was granted. [This speech will be 
published in the Appendix. } 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Chairman, lam debtor 
to the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Morais} for 
his sympathies; but, 1am happy to assure him, 
Thave no need of them. Ido not fear that my 

sition in the Democratic party will Le forfeited 
ty a faithful adherence to the principles which 
have been consecrated by Democratic Jegislation. 
Itistrae, sir, that] avowed yesterday my opposi- 
tion to the revival of specifics. ‘The avowal was 
not new with me, and am sure, did not surprise 
any of the gentlemen with whom I have been 
heretofore associated. Iam oppose dto specifics, 
and one among the strong objections I have to the 
pension bill, which was finally passed this morn- 
Ing, was thatitinduces the necessity, which I so 
much deplore, of a return to the system of high 
protective tariffs. 

Sir, that bill came upon us in a most unfortu- 
nate moment—at a moment when tlie grave ques- 
tion is submitted to Congress, whether they shall 
adhere to the legislation of 1857, or return to the 
protective policy, which I supposed had been ex- 
ploded by the unanimous consent of the civilized 
world, ‘The passage of that bill involved the ne- 
cessity of an increase of the duties upon imports. 
Rat for that, sir, | believe we could have saccess- 
fully resisted any attempt to increase those duties; 
for even if it should be necessary to raise more 
money to meet the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, we could have effected that object by 
loans. I prefer to effect that object by loans; for 
the operation of the tariff of 1857 would, I believe, 
in the meantime, have vindicated itself, and have 
shown, as soon as the recent commercial! disasters 
had passed away, that an ansple revenue could be 
raised under that tariff to meet the justand neces- 
sary expenses of Government. It was for this 
reason | so much deplored the action of this 
House; and shall still more deplore it if it shall 
be consummated in the Senate. It will, in that 
case, be absolutely impossible to avoid a recur- 
rence to that system of high duties, which I sup- 


posed had been abandoned by the common con- | 


sent of the American people. 


Mr. RITCHIE. I desire to ask the gentleman 


one question. How is it that he asserts specifics 
are necessarily high duties? To my mind, spe- 


cifics relate to the character, and not tothe amount | 


of duties. 

Mr. MILLSON. 
tleman is altogether proper; and had I intended 
to go into any lengthened discussion of the ques- 
tion, I eeatl aed have omitted to notice the view 
which he has just now presented. 
necessary connection between a high duty and a 
specific aa 


The suggestion of the gen- | 


There is no || 


Mr. RITCHIE. That is how I understand it. | 
Mr. MILLSON. And | do not know that the | 


President, in his recommendation, means to be | 


understood as suggesting the propriety of impos- 
ing high rates of specific taxation. 


3ut | was not | 


referring 80 much to the recommendation of the | 
President, as to what I presumed to be the wish | 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Kun- | 


KeL,}] to whom I alluded yesterday, as one who 
doubtless saw Jn this pension bill visions of high 
rates of duties and specific taxes. 


Mr. RITCHIE. I wish to remark, right there, 


that there is no necessary connection between the 
advocacy of a particular form of tariff and that of 
a pension bill. 1, sir, for one, am the Represent- 
ative of a high protective district, but | had the 
honor to vote against the pension bill on principle. 
I do not like it. 


Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman is entitled to | 


credit for voting against his interests. 
Mr. RITCHIE. I do not think so. 
Mr. MILLSON. Ig 
but the remark is still true, and it will not be con- 
tested here, that the passage of that bill, should 
it become a law, will make it necessary to raise 
the funds requisite to meet those expenses, either 
by loans or by a resort to increased taxation. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish to propound this 
question to the gentleman, whether you could not 
accomplish the same object by cutting down the 
expenses of the Army and the hesy to an amount 


equal to the amount of the pensions granted in 
the bill ? 


I give him credit for it, sir; | 





i 


Mr. MILLSON. Why, sir, if $10,000,000 be 
required for the payment of these pensions, it is 
only a truism to say that the $10,000,000 can as 
well be supplied by lopping them off existing sub- 
jects of expenditures as by imposing an increased 
rate of taxation. But the inquiry is: can we 
wisely curtail those expenses? Can we do it with- 
out injury to the public service? If so, then let us 
doit. Noone objects to that. But if we cannot 
meet—as we are assured by high authority we 
cannot—the necessary expenses of the Govern- 
ment, without increased funds, either from loans, 
or additional duties; why, then, I say that the 
passage of the pension bill necessarily brings with 
it an increase of taxation; and not merely that, 
but it will be made the occasion and the pretext 
for a return to the protective system. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MILLSON. Lhave no objection to these 
interruptions, sir, exeept that they keep me on 
the floor a much longer time thau I expected to 
occupy it when I rose. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
see if l understand correctly the force of a remark 
made by the gentleman. I understood him to 
assert that the policy of protection had been uni- 
versally abandoned. 

Mr. MILLSON,. 
sally. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Why, sir, it 
is the policy of all the leading States of Europe 
to the present day. . 

Mr. MILLSON, It has been abandoned by the 
science of the world—for political economy isa 
science; and upon this question all science is 
agreed, Sir, you cannot find in any of your uni- 
versities, or in any of your primary schools, if 
the subject be taught there at all, any work upon 
the subject of political economy which does not 
condemn the antiquated protective system, unless, 
indeed, you resort to those works which are 
manufactured by protectionists for the occasion. 
Upon that subject all science has been agreed, 
from the days of Adam Smith down to the pres- 
eut time. From the time when the people of Eng- 
land had the privilege of speaking for themselves; 
from the time when they were emancipated under 
the reform bill, and permitted to send their own 
representatives to guard their own interests; from 
that day to this, I think I am warranted in saying 
this system has been exploded by the common 
consent of the civilized world. 

Mr. STANTON. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MILLSON, I will yield to the gentleman, 
| if he wishes it, if he will first allow me to makea 
single remark in the way of explanation. It is 
this: | do not shrink from interrogation, but I 
only took the floor for the purpose of occupying 
it about three minutes. 


As I supposed, sir, univer- 
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1 did not wish or intend | 


to detain the committee longer. I sought the floor | 
merely for the purpose of making a brief reply to | 


the personal allusion to myself, made by the gen- 
| tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Morris. 
explanation, the gentleman from 
engage me in the diseussion of other subjects, I cer- 
tainly will not decline to be interrogated by him. 
Mr. STANTON. I wish to ask the gentleman 
a single question. I understood him to say that 
by the common consent of scientific men the doc- 
trine of protection was exploded. Now, I desire 
to ask him if it is not by common consent the pol- 
icy of all civilized countries to protect their infant 
manufactures ? 
Mr. MILLSON. I do not understand it so. 
Mr. STANTON. I wantto know of one sin- 
gle instance of a civilized country which has not 
| protected its domestic industry until it was able 
to protect itself without protection. If the gen- 
_tleman can point to one, I shall be glad if he will 
do so. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. With the permis- 
sion of my colleague, I will state that according 


odicals of the day, De Bow’s Review, our tariff 
is at this time more highly protective than that of 
any of the leading commercial nations of the earth, 

Mr. STANTON, I trust gentlemen will not 
rely on De Bow’s Review, when they have the 
, commercial tables before them, giving them, side 
re every foreign 


| by side, the rates of duties un 
_ tariff compared with our own; and those tables 
| show that ours are the lowest. 


Tf, after this | 
hio desires to | 


| 





to the authority of one of the most valuable peri- | 


} 
} 





| 
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_ Now, I want to ask the gentleman from Vir. 
ginia [Mr. Mirison] a single question. He dig. 

fers with the President in his recommendation as 
to specific duties. I want to know if he coneyys 
with him in the opinion that, if increased duties 
be necessary, a discrimination should be made 
with a view to the protectiorof domestic many. 
factures ? 

Mr. MILLSON. I have, ona former occasion 
some six years ago, I think, and in a discussion 
with the very gentleman from Ohio who now pro. 
pounds this question, taken occasion to explain 
that there is not, and could not be, such a thins 
as a duty which is at the same time protective and 
revenue producing. I endeavored then to show 

sir, that it is absolutely impossible, in laying q 
revenue tax, to discriminate for protection, 

I do not mean to enter upon the argument now, 
I refer the gentleman to what I said in that discys- 
sion, which he may, perhaps, recellect,as he par- 
ticipated in it. LTonly express my opinion upon 
the subjegt, without meaning at this time to de- 
fend it. 

Mr. STANTON. Well, I understand the ree. 
ommendation of the President to be that if it be 
necessary to raise additional revenue, and increase 
the duties, they shall be increased upon the lead- 
ing products of the industry of the country. My 
qpennes is, Whether the gentleman concurs with 
the President in that recommendation? 

Mr. MILLSON. I do not. 

Mr. STANTON. Youdo not? 

Mr. MILLSON. Ido not. So far from it, 
as I took occasion to explain last year, I desire 
revenue to be raised chiefly upon articles of for- 
eign growth and manufacture, not competing with 
our own. 

Mr.STANTON. That is as I understood the 
'gentleman. He proposes to discriminate against 
protection. 

Mr. MILLSON. I propose to raise taxes from 
imports for revenue alone. I propose, in shaping 
| the details of a tariff bill, to have reference to no 
| other consideration than the raising of revenue. 
I propose to lay such taxes as will yield, every 
dollar of them, an increase to the Treasury. [ 
| propose to avoid such taxes as will exclude arti- 
cles from importation, with a view of adding to 
the cost and price of similar articles produced at 
home. That is my position upon the tariff. 

Mr. RITCHIE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
make one remark with reference to what fell from 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Smiru.] He 
said, as I understood him, that he would pledge 
himself to prove that the present tariff of the Uni- 
ted States is the highest protective tariff in the 
world, 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania will excuse me if I decline to yield fora 
discussion between himself and any other gen- 
tleman. I think I have been indulgent enough in 
allowing myself to be interrogated. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I desired to make but a sin- 
gle remark. I thought the gentleman had con- 
cluded what he desired to say. 

Mr. MILLSON. In alluding to the abandon- 
ment of the protective policy, 1 did not mean to 
allude so much to the course of legislation at home 
and abroad, as to the enlightened scientific senti- 
ment of the world. I refer to the opinions of the 
French economists upon this subject, to the opin- 
ions of English economists, and to those of Amer- 
ican economists. I meant to refer to that enlight- 
ened public sentiment, even in France, when the 
| Ministef (Colbert) applied to the merchants of 
_ France to know what he could do for them, and 
when they replied to him, ** Laissez nous faire” — 
let us alone. And I say that all the scientific 
| works that have been produced upon this subject 
have concurred in and supported that sentiment. 
There is as universal a concurrence upon that 
subject, among those who have studied and un- 
_ derstood it, as there has been among astronomers 
since the time of Copernicus in regard to the revo- 
lution of the earth around the sun. Itis true that 
ignorance may refuse to believe that the earth 
moves, and not the sun; but we can only reply 
that all science is agreed upon it. 

Now, sir, I do not consider the voice of those 
gentlemen who represent the protected interests, 
as always expressing even their own individual 
sentiments upon the subject. I know that men are 
sometimes subject to a bias which inelines them 
to shape their opinions according to their in- 
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torests. I believe, and have always believed, that 
the great Webster was too intelligent a man not 
to see the hollowness and the shallowness of the 
arguiaent which he, from time to time, produced, | 
as the advocate of the interests committed to his 
guardianship. 
~ One word moreandIhavedone. The House, | 
J hope, will peaper me for this discursive and un- 
yemeditated argument, for I had no purpose | 
whatever of entering upon a discussion of this | 
subject. I only wanted to show the reasons for 
making the remark which I made yesterday, to}, Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri, demanded the pre- 
which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morris] || vious question on the passage of the bill. 

made allusion. He feared Imight be read outof || The previous question was seconded, and the 
the Democratic party by the Administration, be- || main question ordered to be put. 

cause of my Opposition to specifics. I have no The bill was then passed. 

such fear. Nor do I fear that the Democratic Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri, moved to recon- 
party will abandon their own position upon this | sider the votes by which the two bills were sev- 
subject. Ido feel strongly the dangers resulting || erally passed; and also moved that the motion to 
fromthe passage of this pension bill, because of || reconsider be laid upon the table; which latter mo- 
the strength and sincerity of my opposition to |, tion was agreed to. 

a protective tariff. Tbelteve the people of the |) yogite AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 
United States had determined to abandon the sys- a : ; 

tem of protection; I believe they will abandon it, if |) , Mr. BARKSDALE, by unanimous consent, 
left to themselves by Congress. Unless heavy |, introduced a bill for the relief of the Mobile and 
additional burdens of taxation are imposed upon || Ohio Railroad C ompany; which was rr ad a first 
them by their Representatives in Congress, they | and second time, and referred to the Commiitee 
willabandon it. They have so determined in the | 9 Public Lands. 

past triumphs of the Democratic party. They | LOCATORS UPON SWAMP LANDS. 

will so determine again, in the future triumphs | . Mr:ZOVEJOY, by. unenimous consent, intro- 
of the Democratic party, if it is once more or- duced a bill for the relief of locators upon swamp 


anized as a De cratic part onl | : 
ganized as mMoere party, and only as a |; lands; which was read a first and second time, 
Democratic party. 


Te “c . referred to the Committee Public 3. 
Mr. NICHOLS obtained the floor. and referred to the Committee on Public Lands 


Mr. RITCHIE. I ask the gentleman from | CUSTOM-HOUSE AT GALVESTON. 
Ohio to yield me the floor to make a single re-|| Mr, JOHN COCHRANE. I ask the unani- 
mark, which will not oceupy more than thirty || mous consent of the House to report back from 
seconds. | the Committee on Commerce Senate resolution 
Mr. NICHOLS. I will yield the gentleman || (No. 54) for changing the plan of the custom- 
five minutes of my time, and not more. || house at Galveston, in the State of Texas, for the 
Mr. RITCHIE. I will not occupy half that | purpose of putting it upon its passage. [ will 
time. It was stated by the gentleman from Vir- || say to the House, that it is a matter of greatim- 
ginia, [Mr. Smiru,] who addressed the committee portance to have it passed without delay. 
before the last gentleman, that he believed the ex- | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If it is to be put 
isting tariff was the highest protective tariff ever | upon its passage, I object. I think it doubtful 
known. I have no doubt the gentleman can make |! whether we have a quorum here. 
that position out verbally completely to his own | : SRW. #1 tee BA, 
satisfaction; but the practical business men of the | ACQUISITION OF CUBA. 
country know that such is not the fact. Thereis |} Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, asked the unani- 
agreat deal of difference between the business |; mous consent of the [louse to introduce the fol- 
calculations of a scientific man on paper and the || lowing resolution: 
experience of a practical business man; and the || Resolred, ‘That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be 
gentleman will find just this difference between | ee area ater a oe and nes os 
his verbal demonstrations and those of practical | canine of the tsiand of Cuba, maleee, within the ment six 
business men. || months, the sum of $128,635 54, acknowledged in the year 
The gentieman who last addressed the commit- | 1854 by the Spanish Goverameni to be due to citizens of the 
tee will find, running through all his remarks, the | United States for duties unjustly exacted from American 
same difficulty. The gentleman believes that the vessels at different custom-houses in Cuba, be paid, and 
ignorant peasants resist the truth, but he will find 
that the conclusions of the practical farmers and | 
mechanics will overturn all the verbal arguments, || 
orarguments on paper, of mere men of letters; and || ie i 
understanding abe fallacies of the argument of pene SF SPATE SOR SIRES; Bo 
the gentleman from Virginia, I pledge myself to | Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri, asked unanimous 
prove them to the satisfaction of the gentleman || consent to introduce the following resolution: 
from Virginia himself, if his mind is not utterly || Resolved, That at one o'clock, to-morrow, the Speaker 
hardened against the truth. =< proceed cae a road an¢ upon such call, we: 
With the consent of the gentleman from Ohio, |) }rwiich elmabiehteheen deat it earns 
I now move that the committee rise. | rhiG - as 
Mr. NICHOLS. I yield for that purpose. | Mr. NICHOLS objected. 
| 
| 


\\ 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put 

The bill was then passed, 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri, moved the previous 
question upon the Military Academy appropria- 
tron bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 








| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


offered to our flag, and injuries inflicted on the persons and 
property of oureitizens. 


Mr. MORGAN objected. 


The motion was agreed to. ALEXANDRIA AND WASHINGTON RAILROAD. 
a ee ore jat he Sgentgharng || Me. SMITH of Viznia,ankod unanimous 
» ; a See)? || consent to introduce a bill, of which previous no- 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the | tice had been given, for the relief of the Alexan- 
state of the Union had, according to order, had || j.34 and Washington Railroad Company 
the Union generally under consideration, and par- || ag. PET TIT objected ; 
ticularly House bills Nos. 662 and 663, which he 7 J ; 
MRS. SHAW. 


had been instructed to report back to the House | 
On motion of Mr. PENDLETON, it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files 


without amendment, and with the recommenda- | 

tion that they do pass; that the committee had also | 

had under consideration the annual message of the || of the House the papers in the case of the application of Mrs. 

President of the United States, and had come to || 5!@- 

no resolution thereon. 
_Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri, demanded the pre- 


J. D. TREVILLE. 
On motion of Mr. MILES, it was 


vious question upon the engrossment of House || Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files 


= No. 662; it being the pension appropriation 
ill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. MARIA AND ELIZABETH SWART. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and Mr. ANDREWS asked unanimous consent to 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was read || introduce a bill, of which previous notice had 
the third time. been given, for thg¢ relief of Maria Swart and 

_Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri, demanded the pre- |; Elizabeth Swart. 
vious question upon the passage of the bill. Objection was made. 


of the Court of Claims the papers in the case of Captain J. 


| the House. 





_ “THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


|| satisfaction be given to the President for insults heretofore | 


| D. Treville, for the purpose of reference to a committee of | 


Se 


Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I understand the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Nicnous] withdraws 
his objection to my resolution, if modified. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I have certainly no objection 
if the gentleman modifies the resolution so as to 
provide that the States shall be called at half past 
twelve o’clock to-morrow, the call to be continued 
half an hour. 

Objection was made. 


MILITARY LANDS IN OHIO. 


Mr. STANTON asked unanimous consent to 
introduce a bill, of which previous notice had 
been given, ceding the vacant lands in the Vir- 
rinia military district In the State of Ohio, for 
school purposes. 

Mr. HUGHES objected. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Mis~- 
Sissippi, (at three o’clock and forty minutes, p. 
m.,) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 23, 1858. 


Prayer by Rev. F. X. Boye. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of 
Leslie Combs, praying the payment of Texas 
bonds, formerly held by him, but which have 
been lost, and also a pro rata distribution of the 
money appropriated by Congress for the satisfac- 
tion of the Texas bonds, and now remaining in 
the ‘Treasury; which was referred to the Com- 

| mittee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON presented proceedings of a 

| meeting of the soldiers of the war of 1812, held 

at Uniontown, Fayette county, Pennsylvania, 
December 16, 1858, in favor of the enactment of 
a pension law that will be just to the Govern- 
ment and generous to the soldiers of that war; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented the petition of William HH. 
Crabbe, clerk of the navy-yard at Philadelphia, 
praying that the salary of the clerks at the sev- 
eral naval stations may be increased; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

| Mr. BROWN presented a petition of citizens 
of the District of Columbia, praying the enact- 
ment of a law to prevent malicious mischief and 
| to protect property in that District; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. KING. I present the petition of Mary 
Everts, of Friendship, in the county of Allegany, 
4 State of New York, representing that she 1s the 
| only surviving child of Colonel Gideon Brown- 

son, formerly of Sunderland, in the county of 

Jennington, in the State of Vermont. Her father, 

as she has been informed by him, was a soldier 
| in the French war, from the State of Connecticut; 
before the commencement of the revolutionary 
war, he moved to Sunderland, and was at the 
taking of Ticonderoga underColonel Ethan Allen, 
and subsequently commanded a company in Col- 
| onel Warner’s regiment. He was engaged in, 
and wounded at, the battle of Bennington, and 
subsequently was taken by a scouting party of 
Indians; was wounded, and taken as a prisoner 
to Montreal. Previous to the close of the revo- 
| luttonary war, she represents that her father was 
| commissioned, and served, as a major of a regi- 
‘| ment, and his services are in part, or wholly, 
| shown by the records in the Pension Office at 
| Washington, and in the office of the Secretary of 
| the State of Vermont. The petitioner is seventy- 
| five years of age; she is very poor, and has no 


| 
j 
} 
j 
} 
i} 


} 


| means of supporting herself; and she respectfully 

asks Congress to grant to her an annual pension 

to continue during her life. 1 move that the pe- 
| tition be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KING also presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Friendship, New York, praying that a 
|| pension may be allowed to Mary Everts; which 
'| was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

|| He also presented the petition of officers of the 
'| State government and members of the Legislature 
i} of New York, praying that a pension may be 
|| granted to Mary Everts; which was referred to 





the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. SIMMONS presented the petition of John 
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T. Ferguson, administrator of John Ferguson, 
late naval officer at the port of New York, pray- 


ing to be paid his portion of the proceeds of cer- || 


tain wool which has been paid into the Treasury; 
which wae referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE presented the memorial of 
M. Meeker, remonstrating against the right of 
an officer of the Government to exact rent from 
certain lead mines worked by him; and asking 
that the same rule may be applied to him that 
was applied in the ease of John P. B. and Henry 
Gratiot; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. RICE presented a memorial of citizens of 
Washington Territory, praying to be reimbursed 
asum of money expended by them in opening 
the military read from Fort Steilacoon to Fort 
Walla Walla; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. SIMMONS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Joseph K. Boyd, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


On motion of Mr. IVERSON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of C. B. Cluskey, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


HESTER STOLL. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I present the petition of Hes- 
ter Stoll, widow of Urban Stoll, late a soldier in 
the Army, praying fora pension. I will state, in 
presenting this petition, that the petitioner is the 
widow of a soldier who served some twenty-six 
years in the Army, and received an honorable dis- 
charge and a small pension for his services; that 
she herself served as hospital-matron throughout 
the Florida war, and attended to the sick and 
wounded in that war. She afterwards accompa- 
ned the American army when it landed at Brazos 
Santiago, and acted as hospital-matron through- 
out the whole of that campaign in Mexico. [ know 
that herservices were exceedingly valuable in con- 
nection with the sick and those who were suffer- 
ing from privation and wounds. She is nowa 


very old woman, and calls upon the sympathy of | 


Congress. | hope the Committee on Pensions will 

consider her case favorably, and report a bill for 

her relief. I move its reference to that committee. 
The motion was agreed to. 


GENERAL NATHANIEL GREENE. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I am 


requested to present to the Senate the petition of 

the grandson of General Nathaniel Greene of the 

revolutionary army. ‘The object of the petition 

will be best made known by its reading. I pres- 

ent it with a great deal of pleasure to the consid- 

eration of the Senate. 1 ask that it be read. 
The Secretary read it, as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 


It is universally acknowledged by the students of our 
revolutionary history, both in Europe and in America, that 
next to Washington, the first place was held by Nathaniel 
Greene, of Rhode tsiand. This officer joined the army be- 
fore Boston immediately after the battle of Lexington, as 
Brigadier General of the contingent of his native State ; was 
made Major General in 1776; Quartermaster General in 
1778; an office which he accepted only at the urgent solici- 
tation of Washington and the committee of Congress ; Com- 
mander-in- Chief of the southern departmentin 1780 ; served 
through the whole war without a day’s furlough ; and died 
three years after the peace, bequeathing his reputation to 
the honor and justice of his country. His private and official 
correspondence during this period contain important mate- 
rials for the general history of the war, and the only au- 
thentic ones for the history of the Quartermaster General’s 
department, and of those brilliant campaigns which rescued | 
the Carolinas and Georgia trom the cnemy 

For more than ten years your memorialist has been en- | 
gaged in collecting and arranging these documents, in the 
hope of preserving for posterity this essential part of our 
national history. They consist of more than six thousand 
original letters, upwards of two thousand of which were 
written by General Greene. The only method by which 
they can secured against the chances which have de- 
stroyed so many invaluable documents, and made generally 
accessible to the students of our history, is by publication. 
General Greene's own letters will fill nine volumes, making, 
with his life, ten volumes of the same size and style wit 
the first edition of Spark’s Washington. It is for the ac- | 
complishment of this undertaking, exceeding the just bounds 
of individual enterprise, and belonging to a class recognized | 
by all Governments as strictly na 1, that your memori- 
alist asks Congress to give its aid, by taking two thousand | 
copies, at the rate of three dollars a volume. 

On the Sth of August 1786, six weeks after the death of 
General Greene, it was resolved by a Congress familiar with 
all the circumstauces of his career, and upon the report of 





| a committee composed of Mr. Lee and Mr. Carrington, of || 
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| Virginia, and Mr. Pettit, of Pennsylvania: j 

“ That a monument be erected to the memory of Nathan- 
iel Greene, Esq., at the seat of the Federal Government, 

| with the following inscription: 

« «Sacred to the memory of Nathaniel Greene, Esq., a na- 
tive of the State of Rhode Island, who died on the 19th of 
June, 1786, late major general in the service of the United 
States, and commander of their army in the southern de- 
partment. The United States in Congress assembled, in 
honor of his patriotism, valor and ability, have erected this 
monument.’ 

** Resolved, That the board of Treasury take order for the 
due execution of the foregoing resolution.’ 


That monument was never erected, and not a stone re- | 


mains to show where the ashes of the hero of the South 
mingled with the soil of the country which he saved. Your 
memorialist, the son of his still-surviving son, takes this 
opportunity of declaring, in the name of his family, their 
| united belief that the best monument which can be raised 
| to the memory of such a man, is by perpetuating and diffu- 
| sing the authentic record of his actions. 
GEORGE WASHINGTON GREENE. 
| New York, December 18, 1858. 


| 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN. 


1 move that the memo- 


rial be referred to the Committee on the Library. | 


| ‘The motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


| Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 406) to authorize the city of Washington 
to distribute and use the water soon to be intro- 
duced therein from the Potomac river, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
| Buildings and Grounds; which was agreed to. 
Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the motion to print the let- 
| ter of the Second Auditor of the Treasury, com- 
municating copies of accounts of persons charged 
with disbursements or application of moneys, 
| goods, or effects, for the benefit of the Indians, 
during the year ending 30th June, 1858, together 
| with a list of the names of the persons to whom 


goods, moneys, or effects have been delivered 


during that period, asked to be discharged from 

its further consideration, and that it be referred to 

| the Committee on Indian Affairs, to obtain their 

| opinion as to the propriety of printing the report; 
| which was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the 

| Judiciary, to whom was referred the resolution of 


the Senate of April 1, 1858, relating to the amend- | 


mentof the laws for taking affidavits and holding 
to bail, so as to enlarge the powers of commis- 


| sioners, asked to be discharged from the further 


consideration of the subject; which was agreed to. 
COURTS IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. BAYARD. The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 478) 
to provide for holding the courts of the United 
States in the State of Alabama, have instructed 
me to report it, with a recommendation that it 
pass. 
sideration. If itgives rise to the slightest debate, 
_ Lam willing that it shall go over. It is a tempo- 
| rary law, arising from an emergency owing tothe 
illness of the judge of that district. I can make 
| a statement explaining it, ina few moments. I 
| hope it will be considered now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. The necessity for passing this 


arises from the illness and the precarious state of 
health of the existing judge of the district courts 
in Alabama. The judge of the supreme court, who 
presides in the fifth circuit, is willing to assume 
those labors temporarily while the district judge 
is under that disability, without any expense to 
the United States, or any compensation. It is 
impossible, under the existing laws—which pro- 
vide for disabilities of that kind by taking judges 
of the same circuit—to provide for this case, owing 
to the press of business on the Louisiana district 
judge and the other judge in the fifth circuit. Unless 
something be done, during the illness of the dis- 
trict judge, the suitors will be left without remedy. 
I think there can be no possible objection to the 


| 
| 
| 





bill. Itis temporary in its character, and is lim- | 


ited expressly to the duration of two years. 
hope the Senate will pass it, so that justice may 
be had there. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


I ask the Senate to allow its present con- | 


bill, which is purely temporary in its character, | 








December 23, 








BILLS INTRODUCED. 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce q 
| bill (S. No. 481) to prescribe the time and man. 
ner of holding elections for Senators of the Uni- 
ted States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. JONES asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 482) to 
divide the State of lowa into two judicial districts; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. No. 18) to appropriate one million 
acres of the public lands of the United States for 
_ the benefit of free public schools in the District 
| of Columbia, introduced by Mr. Wixson, at the 
last session, was, on his motion, taken from the 
table and referred to the Committee on the Dis. 
trict of Columbia. 


ROGUE RIVER INDIANS. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered, by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to furnish to the Senate a statement showing the amouny 
yet remaining due to claimants and unprovided for, under 
the third article of the treaty made with the Rogue River 
Indians, of Oregon Territory, on the L0th day of September, 
| 1853, as ascertained by commissioners appointed for that 

purpose. 





SPECIFIC DUTIES. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I beg leave to offer a resolu- 
tion of inquiry, and to ask for its consideration 
at this time: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and be 
is hereby, directed to report tothe Senate a pian for raising 
revenue sufficient in amount to meet the ordinary expenses 
of the Government, by the imposition of specific, instead of 
ad valorem, duties, according to the recommendation of the 
| President in his annual message to Congress at its present 

session; and that he also furnish a schedule of all articles 
upon which specific dutics have been levied under any of 
the revenue laws of the United States; and to add to such 
schedule such other articles upon which, in his judgment, 
specific duties may be safely and conveniently imposed, 
(with the average value, for the last five years, of such of 
them in foreign countries and inthe United States as he has 
the means of ascertaining,) with the rate per centum which 
was collected upon the value of the principal articles sub- 
ject to specific duties under the tariff act of 1842. 


Mr. IVERSON. Let that resolution lie over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
| made, the resolution will lie over. 
Mr. SIMMONS. The object of this resolution 
| is to get some information, and there will be no 
day to call f& up until after the recess, unless it is 
considered now, and the schedule can as well be 
made out while we are off ona visit as at any 
other time. It is a mere matter of information. 
Mr. IVERSON. I do not want the informa- 
|| tion myself, and do not want it presented here. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I do. 


THE IRON TRADE. 

Mr. CAMERON. I presented last week a me- 
morial from a convention of ironmasters in rela- 
| tion to the manufacture of iron, giving many 
| statistics in regard to it. The question of print- 
| ing it was referred to the Committee on Printing; 
| and Lam now authorized by the committee to 
| report in favor of printing it. I ask that the re- 
port may be concurred in. 

Mr. DAVIS. | will not object to taking up the 
report, if such be the pleasure of the Senate; but 
I give notice that I shall oppose the printing, and 
give my reasons for that opposition. 

Mr. CAMERON. If it requires unanimous 
consent—— 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The report having 
been made tee it requires unanimous consent 


to consider it. he Chair has not heard an ob- 
jection. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 


now. 
A. HARRIS AND 8. F. BUTTERWORTH. 


| Mr. SEWARD. Lask the consent of the Sen- 
| ate to take up the bill (S. No. 201) for the relief 
| of Arnold Harris and Samuel F. Butterworth, 
| The levy of an execution on the property of the 
| defendants requires that it should be passed at an 
early day. It is reported by the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, and I presume 
| there will be no objection to it. 

| Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 
| Mr. STUART. I wish to ask the Senate to 





I object to taking it up 
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take up the bill (EZ. R. No. 2) donating public | 
jands to the several States and ‘Territories which 
may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts. It isa bill which I had 
made the special order the other day. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I inquire of the Sena- 
tor from Michigan, if his object in taking up the 
pill is to discuss it, or give it any particular di- 
rection ? 

Mr. STUART. My object is to ask the Sen- | 
ate to vote upon the bill to-day. Thatis the ob- | 
ject I have in asking the Senate tq take it up. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The same objection 
which I urged to the Senate on a former occasion || 
applies with equal, if not more, force to-day than 
on the day the Senator last asked the Senate to 
take up and discuss that bill. If I understand cor- || 
rectly, that bill involves the appropriation of a | 
very large amount of the public lands, approach- || 
ing six million acres. It is one which attempts || 
to establish a new theory in the disposition of the || 
public lands, and the relations of this Government 
towards the States. I hardly believe that my friend 
from Michigan supposes that that bill can be taken | 
up and a vote obtained on it to-day, involving, as 
it does, important principles, particularly as it has || 
not been reported to this body by the sanction of || 
a majority of the committee that had charge of it. || 
It seems to me that, at the last hour, when we are 
about to adjourn for the holidays, it would be out || 
of place to take up and dispose of such a bill when 
two of the Senators who composed the commit- 
tee that investigated the subject areabsent. The 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jounson] is not in || 
his seat, nor has he been here since the commence- || 
mentof the session. He, doubtless, will be pre- 
pared to throw some light on this subject; he is 
expected here before Congress reassembles after 
the holidays. 

Another important member of that committee, 
the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Pugu,] is also absent. 
He has been detained, as I have before stated to | 
the Senate, by indisposition—not, to be sure, in 
his own family, but in families connected with 
him. Ihave written to that Senator as to the 
importance of his presence here, and I am frank 
to say that | want the benefit of his counsel, and 
the knowledge he has, and the light he can throw 
on this bill, before I vote upon it. I take it for 
granted, from what he said to me in his letter, re- 
ceived but a few moments before the call was | 
made by the Senator to take up that bill, a few 
days ago, he will be here by the time Congress | 
reassembles. He is decidedly opposed to the | 
bill, and is anxious to be here before it shall be | 
acted en by the Senate. 

Now, | call upon the Senate to say if it is | 
proper, and awarding the usual courtesy to the | 
absent Senators, to take up and pass a bill of such | 
grave importance, when we are about to adjourn | 
for ten days, with the almost absolute certainty 
that two members of that committee will be here 
when we meet again. I trust that the Senate will | 
not take up the bill, and will not attempt to con- 
sider it until an opportunity shall be allowed to 
those who are opposed to it to be heard. Iam 
not a meinber of the Committee on Public Lands, 
and do not profess to be conversant with the de- | 
tails of the bill; but I say to the Senate, that it is | 
one which demands very serious consideration | 
before it should receive the sanction of this body. | 
One member of the committee says that he is | 
anxious to be heard upon it; I trust, therefore, the | 
Senate will not yield to the motion made by the | 
Senator from Michigan; but if his object is to be | 
heard, without a design of paaeey the Senate to 
a vote, | am willing to hear him. | was not pres- | 
ent when the motion was made to ntake the bill | 








that time. 
Mr. STUART. I ought to have corrected a | 
ee of the Senator from Alabama | 
the other day. ‘The only reason why I did notdo 
itis the strong disinclination I have to discuss a | 
uestion on a motion to take up the bill. But the | 
nator is entirely mistaken in supposing that | 
the bill is reported tothe Senate without the sanc- 
tion of the Committee on Public Lands. A ma- | 
Jority of the Committee on Public Lands were in 
favor of reporting the bill, and the committee au- | 
thorized it to be reported. One of the members 
of that committee, at the time the report was 
made, expressed himself as unable to say what 
his course would be on the bill itself; but on the | 





or a fortnight, and then appropriation bills will 
| be coming in here, and we shall be urged by the 
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ported, he having authorized the report, he told 


| me he was for the bill, and would vote for it. 


But, sir, it is a mistake to su »pose that it was 
reported without the sanction of a majority of the 
committee. It was reported with the sanction of 
a majority of a full committee; and certainly it is 
strange that surprise should be manifested that I | 
should urge action upon this bill. There is every 
consideration why | should do so. I have been 
anxious to get it up, but other measures have 
been interposed to prevent it, from time to time; 
certainly not measures of any greater importance, 

Now the Senate is about to adjourn for ten days 


chairman of the Committee on Finance not to con- 
sider any other subject so long as we have an ap- 
propriauon bill before us. This bill, therefore, 


like every other measure of the kind, will be con- |, 


stantly met with impediments, and those imped- 


| iments will thicken as the session progresses. 
_ But, sir, it must be determined by the pleasure of || 


the Senate. I am only acting in the discharge of | 
what seems to me to be an imperative duty rest- 
ing on me. If the Senate, for reasons of their | 
own, decline to take up this measure, certainly | 
I can find no fault with them; but it is my duty | 
to ask them to do it, and to urge a vote upon it. 
So far as the Senator from Ohio is concerned, 
as I said the other day, I think the request made | 
on his behalf, under the circumstances, entirely 
unreasonable. Ele is acquainted with no facts 
that are not obvious to every Senator in the body. | 
All he desires is to present a legal argument upon | 
the power of Congress to make such a grant. | 
That question is as old as the Government itself; 
and each Senator doubtless entertains his own 
views upon it, which would not be affected by 
anything that the Senator from Ohio could say. | 
The facts involved in the bill are plain and simple; 
they are upon the face of it; they are easily compre- 
hended; so that there is nothing, either in the con- | 
stitutional question or in the practical question, | 
that every Senator is not perfectly familiar with. 
I desire not to take up the time of the Senate. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. In relation to the ques- | 
tion of fact about the majority of the committee, | 
the Senator from Michigan, who is chairman of | 
the committee, of course has a better right to 
speak than Ihave. All the information I have on 
it was obtained from a communication made to | 
me by the Senator from Ohio. 


Mr. STUART. Itisa mistake. What I said | 


| is correct. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I will not undertake to |) 
gainsay the statement of the Senator from Mich- || 


igan, that the majority of the committee are, at | 
this time, in favor of it; but at the time the Sen- 
ator from Ohio wrote to me, Lam satisfied hisim- 
pression was that they stood three to three, one 
declining to vote, as 5 ciahanieted. Since then, 
that one may have yielded his assent. 

Mr. STUART. No,sir. The majority of the 
committee instructed me to report the bill to the 
Senate. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. So I understood, in- 
formally, from the Senator from Michigan, I will 
do him the justice to say, since my remarks ona 
previous occasion; but I] wish to put myself right 
on the information | communicated to the Senate. 
It was predicated upon a communication from the 
Senator from Ohio to me. It is now near one 
o’clock, and we have, perhaps, but two or three 
hours to sit. Two members of the Committee 
on Public Lands are absent, and we are asked to 
take up and dispose of a measure which is novel 
in its character, and which, I venture to say, has 


foundation of the Government; and, in addition 
to that, we have one of the Senators who is absent 
calling upon the Senate to allow him a reasonable 
time to be here, as he is anxious to discuss and 
vote upon this bill. Now, I ask Senators, and I 
appeal to the courtesy and liberality that usually 
prevail in this body, is it right or proper to take 
up and dispose of a bill of this character, under 
such circumstances? I say not; and I do trust 
that the Senate will not take up the bill, but will 
let it remain as it is until the reassembling of Con- 
gress. This is all I have to say. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I dislike to interpose any ob- 
jection to the motion of the Senator from Michi- 
gan, but I must insist upon calling up a resolution 


a special order, or I should have objected to it at never received the sanction of this body from the 


| very day, or the next day after, the bill was re- 
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| which I reported from the Committee on Public 


juildings and Grounds, on Tuesday last. If this 
bill be taken up, L apprehend it will consume the 
remainder of the day; and, if we intend to acton 


| the report of the Committee on Public Buildings, 


it must be acted on to-day, in order to carry out 
the object of the report. [I hope the Senator will 
withdraw his motion until this report can be taken 
up and disposed of. 

Mr. IVERSON. The Senator from Michigan 
has made his motion on several occasions to 
take up this bill, and I think that the Senate has 
indulged him sufficiently to testify to his zeal in 
behalf of this measure; and I presume that is about 


all the Senator desires—that his zeal for the pas- 


sage of this measure may go before the country, 
and be understood. I do not see any necessity 
for pressing it to a hasty conclusion, though the 
Senator seems to desire so earnestly to have the 
action of the Senate upon it. It is a bill which 
the Senator must certainly be aware cannot pass 
without some debate. It is a bill, as ] understand, 
which proposes to take out of the public Treas- 
ury, in the way of public lands, many million 
dollars; and, in the present exhausted condition 
of the Treasury, | trust no such bill will pass this 
body without a manly resistance from some quar- 
ter or other. 

But, sir, there are only fifieen minutes remain- 
ing, before the time will arrive when the special 
order is to be taken up, and certainly it can do 
no good to the Senator to take up that bill now, 
simply to lay itdown again. We certainly can- 
| not dispose of it without thrusting aside the Pa- 

cific railroad bill, and that I apprehend cannot be 
done without riding over the dead body of my 
distinguished friend from California. (Laughter. 
| It would kill him if we were to thrust his bil 
aside; and I trust no such calamity will be visited 
on the country and on the Senate, merely to take 
up a bill which is of vastly less importance. 

I oppose the taking up of this bill because, if 
the Senate refuse to take it up, I desire to ask 
them to take up a private bill, which is a matter 
| of some consequence. It is a bill which was re- 
ported by the Committee on Claims, at the last” 
session, for the relief of John R. Nourse, and 
others. It is to relieve him from the operation of 
a judgment which the United States have now 
against him, upon the bond of a former purser. 
The case is one of great merit, and it is likely to 
involve the claimant in a good deal of danger. 
The judgment is now standing againsthim. He 
is likely to be put to great inconvenience. His 
property may be sacrificed under the hammer of 
the sheriff; and if he is to be relieved at all, it is 
important he should be relieved promptly. It is 
| a case in which the Senator from lowa [Mr. Har- 
| LAN] feels a personal interest, and it is to oblige 
him, as well as to accomplish an act of justice in 
behalf of this claimant, that I shall ask the Sen- 
| ate to take it up and pass it. I think it will give 
| rise to no debate, for a simple statement of the 
| facts in the report of the committee, which is very 

short, will satisfy every Senator that the bill 





|, ought to pass. I hope, therefore, the Senate will 
} 


| not take up the bill to distribute this large amount 
of public lands, but that the Senate will, at my 
request, take up this private bill, so that this party 
| may be relieved from the danger in which he now 
stands. 

Mr. CLAY. Leask for the yeas and nays on 
|| the motion of the Senator from Michigan. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

| The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

| Mr. KENNEDY (when his name was called) 
said: I merely wish to state that though a friend 
of the bill, for the reasons stated by the Senator 
from Alabama, | vote ** nay.” 

The result was then announced—yeas 20, nays 
28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Colla- 
|| mer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Hamlin, King, Seward, Simmons, Stuart, Thomson of New 
Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, and Wright—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bates, Bayard, Bigler, Bright, Brown, 
Clay, Clingman, Crittenden, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, 
Green, Gwin, Harian, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson 
} 


} 


| 


| 





of Tennessee, Jones, Kennedy, Mason, Polk, Reid, Rice, 
Sebastian, Slidell, Toombs, and Ward—28. 


So the motion was notagreed to. 
JANE TURNBULL. 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, as we 
|| are about entering upon the holidays, I wish to 
'| do it with a good and cheerful spirit, and doa 
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good deed beforehand. I move to take up the bill 


(S. No, 229) for the relief of Jane Turnbull. It | 


will occupy, on my part, not five minutes, if the 
Senate shal! sce fit to take itup. “This bill was 
in progress, with the bills for the relief of Mrs. 
Jones and Mrs. Gaines, and several others of like 
character, at the last session. We were busily 
engaged in passing them; the debate had ceased; 
all the other bills passed, and this would have 
passed in five minutes after, but for the exercise 
of the great prerogative of the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, to whom we render pre- 
cedence; 
The other bills have passed, and are now before 
the House of Representatives. I ask that this 
may be passed, and take the same fate with the 
other bills in that House. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as | 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- | 


sider the bill (S. No. 229) for the relief of Jane 
Turnbull, which had been reported adversely by 
the Committee on Pensions, It requires the Sec- 


retary of the Interior to place the name of Jane | 


Turnbull, widew of the late Colonel William 
Turnbull, of the Army of the United States, on 
the pension roll, at the rate of fifty dollars per 
month, from December 10, 1857, for and during 
her natural life. 

Mr. CLAY. Read the report. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
written report made by the committee. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no report | 


in writing, but there are papers accompanying the 
bill. 
Mr. FOSTER. 


bill. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, That renders it neces- 
sary for me to make a brief statement of the case 
as it appears upon the proof on file. 
Turnbuli entered the Army in 1819; he died in 
1857. He never, during that whole period, as it 


_ appears from the official list of his career in the | 
Army, asked for leave of absence, except on ac- | 


count of sickness and inability to perform his 
duties. He served every where—from one end of 
this country to the other, belonging to the most 
scientific departmentof the Army—the topograph- 
ical engineers. He served in Mexico. He was 
twice brevetted for services in Mexico. He died 


he came inatthat momentand cut it off. | 


I believe there was no | 


The report of the committee | 
was adverse, but there was no written report, 
The majority of the commitice thought the peti- 

tioner not entitled to the relief asked for by the | 


William 


of rheumatism of the heart, induced by exposure | 


there. A man of remarkable strength—a very ath- 1] 


letic man, and of the finest constitution, it was his 
fate, while serving in Mexico, to suffer exceeding- 
ly from exposure to the elrmate. In talking with 
General Scott on this subject, the first day | saw 
him, I believe, after the death of Colonel Turn- 
bull, he told me, with that passionate sortof gricf 
with which he seemed to regard the death of this 
gentleman, * I killed him, sir.’ “* iow was that, 
preneral?’’ * At the siege of Vera Cruz, a terri- 
ble norther blowing upon us the whole time, I 
sent him outonservice; he wasexposed the whole 
day to a storm of cold wind from the north, and 


toclouds of sand; he got back to my quarters at | 
night, after having served the whole day, unable | 


to get off his horse, almost frozen, utterly ex- 
hausted; he had to be lifted from his horse; and, 
with such refreshment as could be administered 


to him, he recovered; but he never finally recov- | 


, 


ered from that shock.’’ 
sician that he was afterwards sent upon the north- 


It is certified by his phy- || 


ern frontier to superintend some works of the | 


Government there. This aided the shock which 
his constitution had received in Mexico. He came 


back, time after time, with the rheumatism with | 


which he was slightly attacked, from the period | 


of this exposure in Mexico. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair regrets | 


that he is obliged to interrupt the Senator; but it 
is his duty to call attention to the fact that the 
hour has arrived for the consideration of the spe- 
cial order, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
roned, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If it be the pleasure 
of the Senate, it will be informally postponed. 
The Chair hears no objection. The binator from 
Kentucky will proceed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, He continued in ser- 
vice occasionally, his physicians certifying from 
tume to ume that he was not fit for that position, 


I hope it will be post- 
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that he was subject to acute rheumatism to such 


ton, North Carolina, hedied. Being apparently 
well, in the evening this acute rheumatism at- 
tacked him and is supposed, by his physicians, 
to have fallen on the heart. He died in his bed, 
nobody present, and he has left a family, for 


whose benefit this provision is asked. Surely, so | 


far as the merits of the father can entitle this fam- 


ily to a compensation, his services for over thirty | 
years, of the most arduous character, exposing | 


him in every climate in making surveys, and par- 
ticularly in our war with Mexico, ought to be 
|| enough to secure them thissmallallowance. After 
that ume, the effects produced in Mexico having 


been renewed and aggravated by his service in the | 


north, he fell a victim to that service and exposure. 
So faras his merits are concerned, it seems to 
me his family is amply entitled to relief; and so 
far as that family can speak, they are abundantly 
justified in appealing to the liberality of Congress. 
Such a family of children has hardly been left by 
any officer in our service who has died. 
are in utter want. 


life, 
many a Senator here has been, and see that beau- 
tiful economy with which the expenses ofa large 
family were brought within the compass of small 
means, was an affecting sight even in his lifetime. 


a naked house. é 
l hope, sir, that this bill will pass. Others 


body at the last session, when this bill was here 
also for action, and the consideration of it was cut 
off by some of those necessary movements on the 
part of the Finance Committee that stopped the 
hearing of such bills. I wish not to detract from 
the merits of other bills; but Mrs. Gaines’s bill 
was passed, Mrs. Jones’s bill was passed, and 
Mrs. Smith’s bill was passed, by this body at the 
last session, and sent to the other House. This 
| was in company with them here, and was retarded 
by the accidental circumstance I have alluded to. 
I think the Senate will deem it but justice if those 
| bills are to pass, that this bill shall pass, and if 


so, that it should be put on an equal footing with | 


these other bills, which are pending before the 
House of Representatives. | hope the Senate will 
ass this bill. 


Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, as stated by 


the honorable Senator from Kentucky, a bill | 
passed both bodies at the last session after full || 
_ consideration, precisely similar in its character to || 


this. The only difference was—and I would sug- 
gest to the honorable Senator to.make a change 
(in that respect here—as to the amount. 

amount allowed in the case of Mrs. Barnard, the 
| widow of a very gallant officer, was thirty dollars 


amonth. This bill proposes to allow fifty dollars, | 
and I think it would perhaps be well to establish | 


some system, to equalize these pensions as nearly 
as possible. To be sure, this officer held a higher 


rank, and [ can testify in a great measure to the | 


truth of the statement ofthe honorable Senator 
from Kentucky. I knew this officer well. He 
was a brave, efficient, and worthy officer; and 1 
am satisfied, from my own knowledge, that he 
| contracted the disease that occasioned his death in 
the manner stated by the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky. Ido not know how it is that this bill 
has been reported unfavorably by the Committee 
on Pensions. There may be some circumstances 
of proof that did not reach them. It may not 
have been made clear—I dare say it was not— 
that he died of disease contracted in the line of 
his duty in the Army; but it is precisely similar 
to the case that [have mentioned. Several other 
cases stand on the same footing, and I think it 
but fair and just that there should be the same 
amount of pension granted to the widow of this 
meritorious officer as to the widows of others, 
| namely, thirty dollars a month. 
| Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to inquire of either 
of the Senators who have spoken, whether this 
lady is now in the receipt of a pension under the 
| existing law ? 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN. Not atall. 
| Mr. HAMLIN. The case as the Senator from 
_ Kentacky states it, it seems to me, is very clearly 
| one provided for by existing law. 





an extent that he could not stay there; and he | 
was recalled and sent tothe South. At Wilming- || 


They | 
He had a large family. All | 
his pay was necessary to support them during his | 
‘To be in his house, as I have been, and as | 


He has left a wife that well deserved such a bus- | 
band, utterly in want, with nothing, | believe, but | 


like it; others, not more meritorious, passed this | 


The | 





December 23, 
Mr. CLAY. I will explain the reason why no 
pension was granted in this case, and why the 
committee reported against it. Under the gene. 
ral law, all those widows whose husbands die jn 
battle or die of wounds received or diseases con. 
| tracted in battle, or of diseases contracted in the 
| service of the country, are entitled toa pension; 
but we had no evidence before us to satisfy us 
| that Colonel Turnbull died under those circum. 
stances; and | do not think that any one who 
will read the evidence can come to that conclu. 
sion. It was on that account we reported against 
it. We saw that it would be making an initial to 
the pensioning of the widow of everybody who 
died in the Army of the United States, and we 
were not prepared to do so. I should not, how. 
| ever, perhaps, have said a word against this bill 
if the pension now proposed to be given to Mrs, 
|| Turnbull was not greater than that which the 
| widow of General Scott would be entitled to re- 
ceive if he were to die at this time, and it is more 
than twice as much as she would be entitled to 
under existing laws. 

Mr. SHIELDS. That is the objection, and 
the only one; and | agree with the honorable Sen- 
/ator from Alabama, that there was not, and could 

not be, sufficient evidence before the committee 
to show that he died of disease contracted in the 
line of his'duty. It is very difficult to prove that 
point; whereas, as stated by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, the circumstances connected 
with his career in the Army show the fact to be 
that he died of disease so contracted. But, as the 
| honorable Senator from Alabama says, there is 
/no widow of an officer inthe Army of the United 
States who receives a pension higher than thirty 
|| dollars a month; and I would suggest to the Sen- 
|| ator from Kentucky to make that amendment. 
| Mr.GWIN. I served with Colonel Turnbull 
| after he returned from the Mexican war. It is 
|, within my own knowledge that he did contract 
| disease during that war, which no doubt resulted 
| in his death; but he died suddenly, unknown to 
|| any person, and he left no testimony behind as to 
| that point. He had no expectation, of course, of 
such a sudden death, and he left no testimony. 
It would take a good deal of time to collect the 
| evidence, but it could be produced; and 1 have no 
| doubt that the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Davis,] who was Secretary of War, knows the 
fact that the gentleman’s health was impaired dur- 
ing the war, but the testimony is not of a suffi- 
cient character to satisfy the Department, under 
present laws; hence, the bill was introduced at 
the last session. I served with Colonel Turn- 
bull in 1848, and he was then suffering severely 
from disease which he had contracted in the Mex- 
ican war; he afterwards died of rheumatism of 
the heart. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will merely state to the Sen- 
ate that it was officially within my knowledge 
that the deceased Colonel Turnbull, was every fall 
and winter so affected with rheumatic affection at 
the northern station where he was serving, as to 
render it necessary to withdraw him. His head- 
quarters were at Oswego, and he had to be with- 
drawn from there on account of rheumatic disease. 
The rheumatism finally, at a southern station, 
fell on his heart, and suddenly killed him. As 
to the origin of that disease, of course it would 
be impossible for me to express an opinion. It 
would hardly be possible foam oeaiall physi- 
cians to express an opinion that would be reliable, 
whether it occurred at the time of his exposure in 
Vera Cruz; whether it occurred at the time of his 
service in the construction of the New Orleans 
custom-house, to which the Senator from Califor- 
nia has referred; whether at the time he built the 
work which stands a monument to his memory, 
the aqueduct across the Potomac; or in the course 
of the various services he has performed in the 
exploration of the country, and in making sur- 
veys for the construction of railroads or other 
works; or whether it occurred in the last position 
in which I knew most of his service, it mattered 
not, for it happened while he was in the service 
of the United States, and in the line of his duty, 
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that duty. ; 
The evidence, it seems, has not been sufficient 
to satisfy the committee of that fact; but if the 
| Senate are satisfied of that fact, we have a right 
| to judge of it, and pass this bill. 1t comes within 
| the spirit of the law, though the form of the tes- 


a 


and was exposure incurred in the performance of 
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timony may not be sufficient to justify the com- 
mittee in making a favorable report. I will merely 
that Colonel Turnbull was an officer of great 


say 


merit, a man of pure character, whose small pay || 
barely enabled bim to support his family, and he 


died as officers of the Army usually do, leaving 
nothing behind him for the maintenance of his 
family. Indeed, one of the best officers in the 
Army, and one of the most honest men I have ever 
known, (and that his word may have weight, [ 
will say that 1 allude to the present Quartermas- 
ter General,) once told me thatif an officer of the 
Army got rich, he ought not to hesitate to let 
others know that he had become so honestly, that 
he ought to be ready, on question, to show where 
he got the money, for it could not be got out of 
jis place, for his pay was but a poor support. I 
think this enters fairly into the consideration of 
pensions, because if we retain in the servjce men 


pensation in civil pursuits, and retain them for 
small amounts, itis to be supposed that they must 
expect to reap by liberal construction whatever 
advantages the pension laws would give. I think 
this case comes within the spirit of the pension 
jaw; and L hope, therefore, the bill will pass. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to state a word 
in explanation, not to continue this debate. There 
was no written report from the committee. The 
truth is, l presume, that the matter was not prop- 


$600a year. There are some gentlemen opposed 
to the passage of a bill like this in any shape; but 
still, if itis to pass, it is another question whether 
it ought to aNow the more competent sum; and 
surely it is only a bare allowance for a widow 


| with children, of $600 a year, or the inadequate 


; 


| 
| 


sum of $360 a year. If anybody desires to make 
the application for the reduction, I shall not ob- 
ject to it; but it seems to me that this family is 
as well deserving as any family can be of the pen- 


| sion of $600 a year; and Congress has carried its 


| 
| 


liberality up to that point in other cases. 
Mr. JONES. I must, in justice to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, say, that they did investigate 


|| this case as thoroughly as they ever did any case, 


in my opinion, that was ever presented to them. 
The testimony before the committee varied as to 
the cause of the disease which led to the death of 


| 
| Colonel Turnbull; but T am one of the members 
of high eapaecity,.men who could get high com- 


erly attended to by those who had it particularly | 


in charge for Mrs. Turnbull. A statement in 
writing was furnished by General Scott. He 
came to me and brought the paper voluntarily, 
and then held the conversation which I have, in 
part, repeated, in regard to Colonel ‘Turnbull and 
the origin of the disease of which he died, hand- 
ing me at the same time a paper to be used before 
the committee. This business commenced in the 
other House, and the paper passed from me to 
some person there, and has been lost. Finding this 


to be the case, when the committee of the Senate | 


was about to act on this matter, 1 gave General 


Scott notice, and meeren the committee, as [ | 


think my friend from 
lect, to summon him as a witness. I| wanted the 
committee to hear General Scott, to have him be- 
fore them, to examine him. General Scott was 
notified and attended here; I saw him in the Sen- 
ate Chamb@r. It was not convenient for the com- 
mittee to. meet on that day; but some of the gen- 
tlemen of the committee conversed with him, and 
told him that would suffice, for they would re- 
peat what he said to the committee, 
riety of business and avocations of that period of 


owa(Mr. Jones] will recol- | 


In the va- || 


the session, this business, | suppose, was bat | 


very imperfectly attended to. 


General Scott attributes the origin of Colonel || 


Turnbull’s_ death to his being frozen and ex- 
hausted at 
The physicians whose certificates are on file, not 
knowing of that occurrence, speak of his rheuma- 
tism as being the result of his service at Oswego, 
and other points in the north where he was sent 


era Cruzin the manner | have stated. | 


of the committee who heard the statements of 
General Scott. We summoned him to appear be- 
fore our committee, which he failed to do; but he 
did make such a statement to me as satisfied me 
that the origin of the disease which terminated in 
the death of Colonel Turnbull was at Vera Cruz, 


| as stated by the Senator from Kentucky and the 


Senator from Mississippi. He said that his suf- 
ferings continued from that time until the day of 
his death; and that he knew he never did recover 
from the disease (rheumatism ) which finally term- 
inated his life; and that the surgeons of the Army, 


| who were consulted and who attended him during 
|| his sickness, certified that that disease continued 


| 





| from the time he was in the service at Vera Cruz. | 
| That was the reason which induced me, as one of 


the members of the committee, to vote in favor of 
reporting this bill; and I think it is as strong a 
case as any, and much stronger thanagood many, 
which we pass through our committee and through 
the Senate. 1 hope the bill will be favorably acted 
upon. 


Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, I think that the 


| honorable chairman of the committee [Mr. Jones] 


is a little mistaken in one point of his statement; 
that is, that the surgeons certified that the disease 
of which Colonel Turnbull died continued from 
the time of the injury to his health at Vera Cruz 
until his death. 

Mr. JONES. I say General Scott said that; 
but some surgeons differed. 

Mr. FOSTER. 


testimony is the other way. The certificate of the 


On the contrary, I think the 


surgeon, now among the papers, is, that Colonel 


Turnbull did not have the disease of which he died 
until he was stationed at Oswego, in the State of 


New York, which was years after he had been at | 


Vera Cruz. If that was the disease which occa- 
sioned his death, as is claimed, it is not a disease 
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which had any reference to service at Vera Cruz. | 


He was stationed at Oswego, and there had the 


'| continued leave of absence, because that climate 
| was too rigorous for that disease at that season 


to superintend the construction of public works. | 


They did not know what General Scott knew, and 
General Scott did not know what they knew. But 
the service at the north, afterwards, on the water’s 
edge, and in that climate, was altogether coépera- 
live with the cause occurring in Mexico; and in- 
stead of there being different causes assigned by 
witnesses contradicting each other, each of them 
assigns causes of the same character, all contribut- 
ing to the same result. He died of disease con- 


tracted in the line of hisduty. Whether it wasin | 


Mexico at Vera Cruz, or whether it was on the 


northern frontier, is not very important; but the | 


more rational way of considering it, is to suppose 


that one of these causes aided the other, and led || 


to the final capevrapn his death. I think it is 
as plain a case made out of a man dying from 
disease contracted in the public service as 


have | 


seen before the Senate, except where the man was 


actually killed in battle. 
As for the amendment that is proposed—to re- 
duce the pension to thirty dollars a month—I am 


perfectly willing to accede to anything which will. 


be most acceptable to the Senate; and if I knew 
that thirty dollars would be more acceptable to 
them than the fifty dollars fixed by the bill, I 
would instantly agree to make the alteration; but 
1 observed that in the cases of Mrs. Worth and 
Mrs, Gaines, and in other cases to which my at- 
tention was called, the pensions had been fixed at 


| 
} 
' 
j 
| 
| 





of the year, (the winter,) and he had his leave of 
absence prolonged to North Carolina, where he 
died, 

It is exceedingly unpleasant to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to oppose any of these bills. Onthe contrary, 


it has been my misfortune to have advocated many | 
that the Senate have not thought proper to pass. | 
I have no doubt—and if | had, certainly the testi- 


mony which is here borne to the gallant services 
of Colonel Turnbull would remove any doubts— 
as respects the great debt of gratitude which the 
country owes him as a gallant and distinguished 
officer; but this case cannot be distinguished from 


|| rheumatism during the winter, and asked for a | 


the great majority of cases of the death of officers | 


while they are in service in the Army. If this 
bill passes, there should be a general law to give 
to the widows and children of meritorious and 
deserving officers an amount at least equal to this. 


That Colonel Turnbull was meritorious and de- | 


serving, in a very high degree, I have no doubt; 
but we should not pass such a general law, I ap- 
prehend; and if not, I confess I do not see how 
we can pass this bill. 

Mr. CLAY. I move to strike out ‘* fifty’’ and 
insert ‘*thirty.’? The cases of Mrs. Gaines and 
Mrs. Smith are not parallel cases. Their hus- 
bands were majors general, The husband of Mrs. 
Turnbull was a colonel; hence, there is a differ- 
ence in rank, and the Senator from Kentucky 
knows that these pensions have been graduated 
according torank. I do not pretend to say that 
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that is a just or wise method of apportioning the 
bounty of the Government; but such has been 
the system of the Government hitherto. The 
objection to allowing Mrs. Turnbull this sum of 
fifty dollags a month is, that we shall be called 
upon to raise the pensions of all other widows 
of colonels to the same amount; and I do not see 
how those who have passed this bill can refuse 
the same thing to other meritorious cases of the 
same rank. Hencel move to strike out ** fifty ”’ 
dollars and insert ‘* thicty”’ dollars. 

My. CRITTENDEN. I had assorted the pa- 
pers in this case, for the purpose of easy reference, 
particularly the certificates of the surgeons, I[ 
stated before that one of the surgeons, a young 
gentleman, Dr. Coolidge, did not know probably 
what General Scott knew as to this case, not 
having been in Mexico. He did not know the 
shock which this gentleman’s constitution re- 
ceived there. Here is the certificate of another 
surgean, who does not make the sume statement 
as Dr. Coolidge. Dr. Coolidge did not know that 
Colonel Turnbull bad rheumatism until long after 
the war with Mexico, and he was engaged 1n ser- 
vice at Oswego, and@o he states; but it is not 
contradictory to General Scott’s statement; it is 
not contradictory to the statements of the others. 
That was all he knew about it. I say it is clear 
that he died of rheumatism contracted in Mexico. 
Now, I beg leave to read a very brief letter fur- 
nished in the testimony in this case, by a friend 
and neighbor of his, a gentleman known to us all, 
Mr. Thomas Carroll. 


-~. 


“Tn reply to your inquiries of yesterday, I have no hes- 
itation in expressing my firm conviction that the seeds of 
the disease which terminated Colonel Turnbull’s life were 
imbibed by him during his service in the Mexican war. 
Having known Colonel Turnbull for the last thirty years, 
having resided in his immediate neighborhood more than 
twenty of them, and having enjoyed the privilege of great 
intimacy with his family, | am enabled thus to speak con- 
fidently. Colonel Turnbull, a young man, was remarkable 
for his extraordinary physical powers; and when he returned 
from Mexico, his family and his friends were shocked by the 
sad ravages which the service had made on his appearance 
and constitution, and I have a very distinet recollection that 
a few days afterward, [ think in November or December, 


' 1855, on his return from the northern lakes, and when he 
was a cripple and almost deprived of the power of locomo- 
| tion by a severe neuralgic affection, that he then informed 


me thaf it was in consequeuce of the prostration of his sys- 
tem in Mexico, and expressed the opinion that he would 
never recover therefrom.” 

That is the last word T have to say. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. lVERSON. I know it is a very ungra- 
cious thing to oppose a bill of this sort; for the 
bill under consideration is certainly one of those 
cases which appeals strongly to sympathy. Itis 
nothing more nor less thana mere gratuity. There 
is no justice nor right in it, nor is it pretended 
that there is any. 1 do not rise, however, for the 
purpose of debating this case, but to state a fact 
to the Senate. We have a bill upon our table, 
just sent from the House of Representatives, 


| which grants a pension of ninety-six dollars a 


year to every oilicer and soldier who is alive that 
was engaged in the war of 1812, and to the widows 
of those who are dead. By a calculation which 
has been made upon very reliable data, that bill 
will draw from the Treasury $18,000,000 a year; 
and here is a proposition to extend even that sys- 
tem, to give a pension to the widow of an officer 
who died in the service, without any evidence 
that his death resulted from wounds or from dis- 
ease contracted in the line of his duty. If we do it 
in this case, l ask what is the reason we should not 
do it, as the Senator from Connecticut has very 
_ properly said, in every ease, and not only grant 
a pension to the widow of every officer who dies 
in the service, but to the widow of every soldier; 
for [do not see the least distinction between a 
soldier and an officer? If one is entitied more than 
the other, it is the widow of the poor soldier who 
trudges along and exposes his life on all o¢ca- 
sions, and who has nothing to leave to his widow 
and children to supportthem. Officers have high 
| salaries; they have high social position; they have 


|, many advantages that soldiers do not have; and 


so have their widows and surviving children. If, 
| therefore, there be any regard to justice or pro- 
i ; : ° 
priety. the soldier ought to be entitled to the 
ounty of the Government rather than the officer. 
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It is a mere gratuity; it is a proposition to take 
out of the Treasury money which has been put 
there by the sweat of the brows of millions, to 
feed those who have been already pampered by 
the Government. That is the long and the short 
of it; but I do not intend to debate it. I shall ask 
for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I did not intend to make any 


remarks on this subject; it is one on which I have | 


not discoursed with any gentleman present; but 
I have listened to the discussion this morning on 
this bill, and the explanations given of it, and my 
mind has arrived ata conclusion in favor of its 
passage. I admit to some extent the force of the 
remarks of the Senator from Georgia, when he | 
says the officers have advantages over the soldiers; 
bat if the officers have advantages, they are not 


greater than would fairly balance the increased | 


responsibilities which their position imposes on 
them. They are generally men of education and 
of position in society which is very fair when they 
enter upon the profession of arms; and these are 
considerations that entitle them to the confidence 
of the Government, and gbtain for them these 
situations. If they assuree the responsibilities 
conferred by the Government and discharge their 
duties faithfully, all that they receive as a consid- 
eration for it is not more than sufficient to main- 
tain the position which the Government requires 
them to occupy. 

The fact that Colonel Turnbull did not fall in 
battle will weigh nothing with me. Whether he 
fell in battle or whether he fell a victim to disease 
contracted in the service of the country, is a mat- 
ter that | care nothing about. If he had fallen a 
victim to war in the shock of battle, he could but | 
have given his life; the change would have been 
sudden from life to death, without pain, without 
sickness, without anguish of spirit; but this man, 
for years, endured the anguish of disease, of sick- 
ness, and of debility; and the approach of a period 
when he must leave his family and commit them 
to the generosity of his country, and to the liber- 
ality of hiscountrymen, stared liim in the face. He 
never had the means of amassing for them wealth, 
or even competency; and this, to a proud and gal- | 
lant man, must have inflicted a deep wound on his | 
sensibilities. Under these circumstances, he con- 
tinued inthe service of his country, faithfully and 
honorably discharging his trust; and when dis- 
ease consumed his life, he gave it to his country. 
He died in his country’s service. I care not 
whether he fell by the javelin, the sword, or the 
cannon ball. When he gives his life, his all, to 
his country, he can do no mere; and is it to be 
a reproach to the nation, when its gallant sons 
perish and fall victims to their country and in its 
service, that because there was no law according 
a pension to the widow, and making that just | 

rovision which is made in all other countries, it 
is not within the competency of the Legislature 
of this great nation to say that they will award 
justice to the widows and orphans of those gallant 
men? Sir, | never wish to see it acknowledged 
by the Senate that there is any stringent rule to 
prevent the legislation of this country extending | 
to suitable objects of its consideration. 

I will vote for this pension; and I would vote | 
for it if it were even more than is proposed tobe | 
granted. When the old soldier comes, and when 
the widow and the orphan of the gallant defend- 
era of our country come here, | will vote to the 
very laet cent to relieve their necessities, and to 
vindicate the honor of this nation against the im- 
putations of stinginess. [| will be liberal; 1 will 
be just. Whether a man fall in battle or falla 
victim to disease contracted in the service of his 
country, | eare not; he has given his life to his 
country; it is all he had to give. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading, and was read the third time. | 

On its passage, 

Mr. IVERSON called for the yeas and nays; | 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted | 
—yeas 26, nays 18; as follows: 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


YEAS—Mesers, Bates, Bright, Broderick, Brown Cam- | 


avis, || 


eroy, Chandler, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, 
Dixon, Hootitue, Durkee, Foot, Gwin, Houston, Jones, | 
Keanedy, Reid, Seward, Shields, Simmons,’*Tbomson of 
New Jersey, Ward, Wilsen, and Wright . | 

NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Clay, Fessenden, Green, Ham- 
poet “yo Gusase, fyerson, co canara 

ng, Polk, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, ‘combs, m- 
bull, and Wado— is. " 


Bo the bill was passed. 


NEW SENATE CHAMBER. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I move now to postpone the 
special order, with a view of taking up the re- 
port of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope it will be done informally, 
so as not to displace the special order. 


Mr. BRIGHT. Of course. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- |! 


jection, the Chair will consider the special order 
as laid aside. 


Mr. STUART. I object to that disposition of || 


the question. I have no objection to a motion to 
postpone the special order, but I object to dis- 
posing of it in this way. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved and 
_ seconded to postpone ail special orders with a 
view of taking up the resolution indicated by the 
| Senator from Indiana. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- | 


ceeded to consider the following resolution, re- 
ported by Mr. Bricur on Tuesday last: 


Resolved, That the superintendent of the Capitol exten- 


sion be directed to prepare the Chamber for the occupancy | 
| of the Senate by the 4th day of January next, and that a | 


committee of three be appointed by the Chair to make all 
necessary arrangements. 


Mr. DAVIS. I wish this question decided, 


| because it connects itself with the conduct of the || 


| work and the preparation of the Chamber. I am 


quite satisfied that the new Chamber is as dry as | 


this. It has been for two years under roof. ‘There 
need be no apprehension on that point. I am 


satisfied that it is better ventilated, will be better | 


heated and better lighted, and after we get there 
we shall be more comfortable than we are here. 
My principal desire is that the question shall be 
settled, because it connects itself with the con- 
duct of the work. 

Mr. CLAY. Lam opposed to the adoption of 
the resolution; and it is rather for the sake of my 
friends who are in the Senate, than for myself. I 
have always heard, as an old adage, that ** new 


houses are old men’s graves.’’ My friend from | 
Mississippi and | might escape the effect of that | 


adage, but others might not. I am persuaded, 
from my own experience and observation of the 
new Hall, thatitis notthoroughly dry. Iknow 


they have not completed all the plastering; I | 


know they have not laid all the tiles, which are 
laid in plaster; and hence I suppose the atmos- 
phere must be more humid than this; and old men 
may be subjected to rheumatism and other dis- 
eases by going into that Hall. 

There is another objection which I have to it. 


Unless we are going to adopt the rules of the | 


House of Representatives, and limit the number 
of those who may come within the area of the 
Hall, where Senators sit, it will be far more ob- 
jectionable than this Hall. We cannot admit al- 
most everybody, as we do here, to come in upon 
_the floor, when we have no guard to keep them 


off us, and they will actually run over the Senate | 


if we do not adopt the same rule which has been 
adopted im the floust of Representatives; and if 
we are going to agree to this resolution, I trust, 
as a preliminary, there will be an arrangement to 
limit the number of those who shall be admitted 
on the floor. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I concut with the Senator 


|, from Alabama, and I shall vote with him against 


however, than those which he has stated. | am in- 
clined to think that the room may be dry enough, 


and that old or young need entertain no very | 


| the adoption of this resolution for other reasons, 


serious fear that it will be the grave of any. It 
seems to me, however, that there are some other 


| objections which I have not heard alleged, and 


which, perhaps, the committee took fully into 
consideration and will be able to explain, and, 
perhaps, remove the objection which I have to the 
resolution. All the papers connected with this 
body, all the offices, the Secretary’s rooms, the 
engrossing clerks’ room, the post office, are now 
adjacent to this Hall, if we shall remove to the 
distant building, those papers cannot be removed 
_ during this short session. The rooms appropri- 
_ ated for that purpose are yet unfinished, and it is 
half a day’s journey almost from that wing into 
_ these various offices. All of us have daily, almost 


hourly, occasion to go into these offices for the | 
"purpose of examining papers that are there on’ 


file. We call for them here; we want them in the 
' business of the session; we go to our post office; 
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| we go to our retiring rooms. By this remova| 

we shall be remote from them, and it seems to m,. 
it will be a very serious obstruction to the business 
of the Senate. 

Besides, if we should go into that part of the 
building we shall be annoyed—I think that is no, 
| an inappropriate word—by the workmen, who are 
_ stillengaged, I suppose, upon all parts of the build. 
ing, and by the dust that arises from their opera. 
tions; and a variety of objections of that charac. 
_ ter are more than commensurate with any benefit 
| we can derive from going into that Hall. Now, 
sir, I think I have one of the poorest seats in this 
| Hall, one of the most undesirable, and in any ar- 
| rangement that may be made for new seats there, 
I stand in such a position that | may improye— 
| I cannot be worse off; but I had rather occupy 


this seat here, than go into that Hall, subject to 
the objections which I have named; and they are 
such as, in my opinion, ought to induce the Senate 
| to remain here, where we are, during this short 
| session, and to go to the new Hall when the build- 
ing will be appropriately fitted up, when the offices 
connected with the Senate, the papers, and every- 
thing, will have been moved adjacent to the Hall, 
|For the reasons I have given, I shall vote against 
_ this resolution. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [hope the Senate will ex- 
cuse me for saying a word on this subject, as | 
have a little experience in this matter of removal. 
Twelve months ago, when Congress met, the con- 
dition of the south wing of the Capitol was not 
near as far advanced, as all gentlemen know, as 
this is now; and when Captain Meigs then told 

me that he would have it ready by the Ist of Jan- 
/uary, I did not think it possible; but at the end 
of two or three weeks, after the session com- 
_menced, he reported to the House of Representa- 
tives that it was ready. Very few of us believed 
it, and the feeling at first was universally against 
| a removal; buta committee was raised to investi- 
gate the matter, and on going into the Hall, it was 
found to be a convenient, well-furnished, well- 
warmed room, perfectly dry; and a majority voted 
to go there. It was said then, as it is said now, 
in this case, that the walls would leak; that there 
was in the Hall, mortar and wet, and all that. 
There was some truth in it then, but there is very 
little truth in such an allegation in reference to 
| the new Senate Chamber. Captain Meigs said 
he could put in a heat.of two hundred degrees, or 
any other amount, and make it perfectly dry. 
We went in there and found a very pure atmos- 
| phere, just as good to breathe as that on Penn- 
sylvania avenue; and I believe everybody admits 
that last year the members of the House of Rep- 
_resentatives enjoyed better health than they have 
ever done during a session. 

As far as this matter of removal igs concerned, 
the officers there had exactly the same objections 
they have here. | find, indeed, that the main ob- 

| jection is that the officers of the body do not want 
the trouble of removing their papers, but would 
like to have a year to do itin. That objection was 
_ made in the other House; but when the order was 
_made, they all got into their new rooms in the 
course of three or four days without inconveni- 
ence, and were all pleased with the change. It 
now takes probably a quarter of a minute to come 
_ from the Clerk’s office or the post office into this 
Chamber; perhaps it might take half a minute 
more to go from them into the new Chamber. 
| These officers have comfortable rooms now; there 
are not enough men in them to vitiate the air, and 
they do not want the trouble of removing. Very 
well, let them stay where they are; it is no seri- 
ous drawback. have no doubt, however, they 
would all go in at once, and without any sort of 
difficulty. But I think I havea right to complain 
of misrepresentations which some of them are 
making to Senators, electioneering around the 
_room. I find a good many Senators making state- 
/ments to me which I know not to be true, and 
_ when I trace them, I find they come—— 
| Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator will allow me 
to say that I have not a word on this sub- 
ject with any person who holds a subordinate 
| place in the Senate. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I was not alluding to the 
Senator from Maine, but several other Senators, 
some of whom are in my eye, have heard these 
statements from these individuals. There is no 
mortar atall, nothing wet in the room we a 
| to oceupy. In twoeor three passages they are 
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he 


laying down tiles. Well, even in their present | healthy position for us. Now, suppose Captain | tion with the Secretary of the Senate at the last 
condition, a Senator walking over them is no more || Meigs should accidentally neglect to perform that | session, in relation to furnishing that Hall, he in- 


likely to take cold than he is in passing through 
the rotunda or walking over the pavement; but, 


as soon as those tiles are laid down and exposed | 


to the heat fora few days, they will be perfectly 
dry. : 5 = 

The great objection I have to remaining here— 
and I think everybody who has tried the differ- 
ence between the two Halls in the other wing of 





| 


the Capitol can appreciate it—is the want of pure 


air to breathe. Every window above us, and 
around us, is closed at this time—necessari! 

so; otherwise the room would become too cold. 
Everybody understands that a person breathes 
four or five gallons of air ineach minute, and that 


when it is once breathed it is not fit for respira- || 
tion again; and with four or five hundred persons | 


here in this close room, the air is vitiated; and I 
have no doubt that everybody feels the inconve- 


been apparently full of smoke; but, even without 
this smoke, which is very frequent, we find that 
when there is a session of four or five hours, the 
air is very much vitiated ; and nothing in the world, 
as at least all physicians, who have aright to speak 
on this subject, say, is more unfavorable to health 
than bad air. 


Aste what my friend from Alabama says about | 


old men dying in new houses, I do not think there 


| 


| duty: we should be ina very unfavorable position. | formed me that he had no authority to purchase 
rear ele furniture for it, and that there was no existing 
Mr, CLINGMAN. I will only say that that | appropriation for it, and it would require a reso- 
operation is going on all the time in the Hall of | lution of the Senate. If Captain Meigs has gone 
the House of Representatives, and there has been || forward to purchase the carpeting for that Hall, 

| no neglectthere. 1 admitsome few persons have | without any authority on the part of the Senate, 
| complained of that Hall, but it is on other grounds | I desire to cee whether he will be permitted to 
| altogether than the want of a supply of good air, | go on and furnish that Hall as he chooses, with- 
| and at the proper temperature. |, out some authority from this body? It may be 


| 


|| Mr. SHIELDS. I have no doubt there is a || so; and if it be so, of course I have nothing more 


| great deal ofsuperabundantair in the other House. | to say; but will he have the Hall ready? I wish 

| [Laughter.] How produced I do not know. to know that fact. Iam not for going into the 

| Mr. CLINGMAN. And a good deal of gas || Hall until it is put into condition to receive us; 

here. (Laughter. } and when it is ready, I am willing to go into it 
Mr. SHIELDS. For my own part! am un- | immediately afterwards. 

willing to hazard this experiment. I prefer this || Mr. BRIGHT. The committee, I think I may 

old Chamber. It would be gratifying to me to || safely say, in fixing a time, was governed en- 


|| take a seat in the new Chamber,because it isalittle || tirely by the opinion of the superintendent. He 
nience. ‘To-day, and yesterday, the room has | 


more showy, and I dare say, in some respects, |! expressed the opinion that by the 4th of January 
more comfortable; but, at the same time, on the || the Chamber could be put in a condition suitable 


|, ground of health, I question very much whether || to receive the Senate. The committee was charged 


| 


is anything in it, when the room is warmed and | 


ventilated in this way. Captain Meigs says that 


in the large Hall of the House, he throws in air | 
enough to change the atmosphere every seven | 


minutes. This being a smaller room, the same 
apparatus will, 1 suppose, change it every five 
minutes. ‘The result is, that you will have a con- 
stant supply of fresh air, and not cold, either, but 
air of any temperature you desire; you can have 
it warm or cold. The consequence will be, that 
gentlemen will have that cheerful, invigorating 
feeling that we all perceive in the open air. I de- 
clare, as one individual, with reference to my per- 
sonal convenience, that I would rather pay for the 
use of that room the same price that I pay for my 
lodgings in the city, than to sit here. I came from 
the Hall of the House mto this room at the most 
favorable time to make the comparison, last May, 
when the windows and doors were open; but I 
found that when the sessions lasted five, or six, 
or seven hours, as they frequently did at that time, 
there was the same vitiated air that I used to ex- 
perience in winter in the old Hall of the House 
of Representatives. I believe that if the experi- 
ment be made, every Senator will findan advant- 
age inthe change. Ihave thought proper to say 
thus much, having had a little experience on the 
subject. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I should not say anything on 
this subject but for the fact that the honorable Sen- 


ator from North Carolina seems to intimate that || for us to defer our going into the Chamber for a || excluding visitorg entirely from the floor of the 


the officers of the Senate have been electioneering 
against this resolution. Iam inclined to think 
that he labors under some little mistake, and per- 
haps is doing injustice to the officers; for I find, on 
making inquiries around me, that there has not 
been a single attempt on the part of any officer 
here to influence the action of any Senator in my 
Vicinity. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Ifthe Senator will allow 


me, | will mention to him privately the names of || 


two or three members who have been talked to 
in this way, and got their ideas from some of these 
officers, who have talked to me and tried to im- 
press me with the same views. I do not desire 
to mention publicly the names of the gentlemen 
to whom I allude. 


_ Mr. SHIELDS. For my own part, Iam a little | 
indisposed to risk going into the new Chamber. | 


My lungs are not of the strongest, and I am a little 


afraid that some of these young Senators are dis- | 


posed to lay a trap for us valetudinarians. I have 
a little suspicion of that kind, and I am not willing 
to risk it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Itis for the benefit of my 
friend and all others. I wish them to live long 
and in the enjoyment of good health; and I am 


quite sure his life will be prolonged by a temper- | 


ature such as he will find there. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Well, sir, then there is an- 
other point, which the honorable Senator may, 
perhaps, explain. He says Captain Meigs has 
informed him that he can throw in a sufficient 
quantity of air every now and then to make it a 


| that Chamber is ina condition to make ita healthy || merely with the duty of inquiring into the con- 
location. Certainly, there must be some damp- || dition of the Chamber—when it might be ready 
| ness there; and I should not like to be placed in || for the use of the Senate, and what ceremonies 
a position where it would be necessary to heat || would be appropriate on removing. ‘The com- 
the Chamber to such a degree as to overcome that || mittee did not feel authorized to inquire as to who 
dampness, for that would make the matter worse. || purchased the carpets, or who would purchase 
| Mr. IVERSON. Iam for moving into the new || carpets, or who would put them down. The res- 
Chamber at as early a day as ourconvenience will | olution contemplates that that shall be left entirely 
possibly admit; I think it will be more comforta- || to the superintendent. I believe he has perhaps 
ble there than here; but I wish to ask some ques- | some of the materials purchased, and I think I 
tiond of the chairman of the committee who have || may say that he expects to pay for them out of 
'| had this matter in charge, and perhaps his re- || the general appropriation made for the erection of 
| sponses may guide my vote on this resolution. 1), that wing of the Capitol. Whether that has been 
wish to know whether itis possible for the super- || in accordance with past usage or not, I do not 
intendent to put the Hall in good order for our |, pretend to say. ‘The committee felt authorized, 
|| reception by the 4th of January? The resolution || from the information derived from the superin- 
|| directs him to do it; but directing him to do it is | tendent, to say that by the 4th of January the 
\| one thirig, and his ability to do it is another. I ||; Chamber would be in suitable condition to receive 
| want to understand whether the superintendent || the Senate, if it was their pleasure to go there; and 
|| has expressed the opinion that he will be able to || we so reported. I cannot say that | was one 
|| put the Hall in order for our reception by the 4th | among the number who favored an immediate 
|| of January? It may be thatthe atmosphere which || removal. I thought it would be better to take 
| is brought into the Hall by the operation of Cap- || more time, to give our officers a fair opportunity 
|| tain Meigs’s machinery will be better; but I un- |) of preparing their offices, and taking their papers 
|| derstand from reliable authority, thatat the pres- | over in order. While upon this point, I will say 
| ent time the painters are at work in the Chamber || that I inquired of the Secretary of the Senate, 
|| painting it, and that the painting has not yet been || with a view of ascertaining his opinion on thet 
| completed. Then, although the atmosphere which || subject, and he stated to me that he declined giv- 
is brought in by the operation of this machinery || ing it; that he had made it a rule never to inter- 
may be ever so pure and pleasant, we know it will | fere in the business of the Senate; that if the 
| be impregnated with the paint, andeverybody un- || Senate should order a change, he would endeavor 
|| derstands the danger of that atmosphere which is || to do his duty, so far as making that change was 
|| saturated with paint, Unless, therefore, the su- || concerned. 
|| perintendent believes he can assure us that the || Mr. IVERSON. There is another subject to 
|| painting will be done in sufficient time not to || which I wish to call the attention of the Senate. 
affect the atmosphere which is brought into the | Ifwe go into the new Chamber there must be either 
|; Chamber, I should think it would be more safe || one of two things done: we must adopt an order 


|| longer period. | Senate, or we must have a bar erected, such as 


- . e > i . . . 
|| Again; is the ante-room or retiring room of the || exists in this Chamber. I understand that the 
|| Senators prepared for their reception? That isa.|| committee have agreed, and it seems to be a mat- 


| Mr. KENNEDY. No, sir; it isalready done. 


very important appendage to the Senate Chamber; | ter agreed upon generally by Senators, so far as 
itis absolutely essential to the comfort and con- | I can learn, that we are to occupy the same rela- 
| venience of Senators. I understand they are now | tive positions in the new Chamber that we oceupy 
'| laying the tiling, the very flooring of that room. | here; that is, that the seats are to be placed pre- 
cisely as they are now, and Senators are to occupy 
Mr. IVERSON. Is the room ready in other | the same positions they now do. That would 
respects? Will it be ready by the 4th of January? | putme on the outside. For one, I protest against 
| Again: how about the carpeting? Is there a car- || being put on the outside, with no bar to protect 
|| pet already made, ready to go down; or can they | me from the intrusion of ‘all the world and the 
|| buy carpeting and put it down by the 4th of Jan- | rest of mankind.’’ [Laughter.] I want some pro- 
|| uary over that immense Hall, and over all the | tection. I will vote fora resolution to exclude 
| rooms that ought to be carpeted for the conve- | all visitors, and not let any one come upon the 
|| nience and comfort of Senators? Hasthe superin- | floor of the Senate; the galleries are ample there, 
tendent already bought his carpet, and fixed itup? | and I trust that rule will be adopted. Butis that 
If so, by what authority; who authorized himto | to be the case? If not, | want an amendment 
do it? J should like to know whether this is al- | added to the resolution, providing that the super- 
ready done, and if so, who has done it; and where | intendent be instructed to erect a bar, such a one 
| the money came from to pay for it, and by what || as exists here. Whether he can do that by the 
authority it has been done? | 4th of January is a very questionable matter. 

Mr. KENNEDY. If the Senator will allow || Mr. DAVIS. I will attempt to answer some 
me, as a member of the Committee on Public | of the objections of the Senator from Georgia. 
Buildings, I will state that, in conversation with | The painting to which he refers is a very limited. 
the superintendent to-day, he said thatevery part | amount, and in water colors. Therefore the ap- 
would be entirely completed by the day named | prehension he has of his oMactories from the ordi- 
for going in; the walls would be perfeetly dry, the | nary paint, oxide of lead, need not be entertained 
carpeting would be down, and all the upholstery there. It is a different character of painting, al- 
would be up, and everything would be complete | together; he would have nothing to peerene if 
except the removal of these seats. it was done the morning he went in there, 

Mr. IVERSON. In relation to the carpeting, | Then, as to the arrangement of seats, the eom- 
I have only this to say: that, on some conversa- || mittee did not wadertake to decide that. The 
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committee re ported 80 much as is in the re solu- 
tion, and it provides for a committee of arrange- 
menis. The question of seats was one which, for 
myself, | preferred that the Senate should decide 
threugh some committee appointed for the pur- 
so8e. Whatever ceremony they chose to adopt, 
| preferred should be decided by some committee 
appointed by the Senate for the special purpose. 
This resolution was reported by a standing com- 
mittee, and it did not choose to take charge of a 
question which 1s always involved in delicacy. I 
entertained the opinion,and perhaps ex presse dit, 
that the most convenient and becomimg manner 
for the Senate to remove into the new Chamber, 
would be to take the desks and seats, and put 
them down in positions relatively corresponding 
to those oceupred at this time, so that every one 
witha small organ of locality could get to his seat 
in the new Chamber by knowing where he was 
located here. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Allow me to ask the Sen- 
ator a question. In the new room, there are but 
three tiers upon which to place the desks; where- 
as there are four rows of them here. Will the 
gentleman permit me to ask how the relative po- 
sitions of Senators can be preserved in putung 
the desks in the new Chamber? 

Mr. DAVIS. Only by adding rows on the level 
below, or by increasing the number of seats ina 
particular row, which would change the posiuion 
from one tier to another merely. 

Mr. COLLAMER. It might be done by throw- 
ng the outward seats up on the area for general 
spectators without the bar, Otherwise, there are 
but three rows for desks in the new Chamber. 

Mr. DAVIS. Lam in favor of having the bar 
outside of the building, or up stairs, [laughter;] 
somewhere outside of the Chamber. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Anticipating that there would 
be some objection on account of seats, l addressed 
a letter to the superintendent, and received a reply 
from him giving his opinion as to how the seats 
may be arranged. I ask the Secretary to read it. 

‘The Secretary read the following letter: 

Wasntneton, December 21, 1858. 

Dear Sir: Linclose a photographic plan of the Penate 
Chamber, United States Capitol extension. 

No arrangement of the desks and seats has been vet 
anade: but the floor has four platforms or steps, rising from 
the level of the open space in front of the Vice President's 
chair, and admits of posttions of seats very similar to that 
on the present floor, 

Respectiully, yours, M. C. MEIGS, 

Captain of engineers in charge Capitol extension. 
lion. J. D. Brrewr. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 


ment to the resolution. 


I propose to offer an amend- | 
I have written it very | 


hastily. | do not know that it embodies precisely | 


my ideas; but !et the Secretary read it. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolred, That the seats in the Senate Chambershall be 
assigned to Senators in the following manner: the Seecre- 
tary shall put inte a box the name of each Senator, and in 
the presence of the Senators shall proceed to draw the same 
thereltrom; and each Senator shall be entitied to select a 
seat as his name shall be called. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Asan original question, 


I should be in favor of something like this, as I | 
have notat presenta very desirable seat. Itseems | 


to me, however, that we ought not to embarrass 
the original resolution; and, after all, as the Sen- 


ate has had the usage of taking seats according | 


to priority of service, those who have been here 


longest having the most desirable seats, 1 hope | 


that the gentleman will not press that proposition. 
1 would rather have any seat in the new Hall 
than the mast desirable one in this; and 1 will 
vote against this proposition, not that | see any- 
thing wrong in it, but it seems to me we had better 
not encumber this with the other question. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I second the suggestion of my 
friend from North Carolina. The usage has been 
to select seats here according to priority of ser- 
vice, and probably that would be the best plan to 
adopt in the new Hall. 1 do not see any difficulty 
in our going there and doing that, 1 can make 


and | think our situation will be much more agree- 


_of removing at once. The holidays are at hand, 


| situation, 


| wish to speak will have an aprosenty of grati- | 


this suggestion the more readily, as I belong to , 


the youngest class of Senators—being in wy first 
term. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I ‘st to the honorable 
Senator from Maine that that question can be 
better considered after we shall have disposed of 
the report of the commitiee. 

Mr. HAMLIN, Why not now? 

Mr. BRIGHT. It is calculated to embarrass 
the resolution of the committee. 


i} 
| 


| 
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Mr. HAMLIN. Ido notsee how itembarrasses | 
this question atall; I cannot for my life discover 
how itcan. Itmay add one condition, possibly, | 
by which some men might be induced to vote for 
or against the resolution, as the amendment may | 
be adopted or rejected. Ido not know that I want 
to embarrass the original resolution in any way. 
That is not my object, and I do not think the 
amendment would have that effect; but I think 
we ought to draw for our seats there. I can see 
no reason why Senaters, who may have had the 
most desirable seats here for along period of time, | 
should retain them when they go there. I think 
the equity of the case would be the other way, and 
that they should give us, who have had poor seats | 
here for along time, a chance. I have been inthe 
body a long whiie, compared with some who hold | 


seats here; itis true, | was out a shorttime; but || 
when I came back, | was put into a very bad 
seat. ‘There are others here who have occupied 
good seats for along while. I think it is but a! 
simple act of justice that we should go there on 
the utmost equality, and that the mode in which | 
we should settle our seats there should be one 
which would give to every Senator an equal chance 
for a desirable seat. I will, however, withdraw 
the amendment, and offer it separately when this 
resolution shall have been voted upon. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, 1 do not know | 
that any suggestion which [ may make will have 
any influence on the decision which may be ar- 
rived at on this subject. 1 am differently cireum- 
stanced from the majority of the Senators. My || 
term will expire on the 4th of March next and, | 
unless we go into the new Hall on the 4th of Jan- 
uary, L, for one, shall never have the pleasure of | 
taking a seat in it. Now, I do not expect the | 
Senate to defer to my wishes; but I confess that, 
after hearing the subject discussed, lam satisfied | 
that this is as fita time to occupy the new Hall | 
as any which we can fix. I see no objection to 
the resolution. We have satisfactory assurances 
from the superintendent that the Hall will be in || 
readiness at the time fixed. As to the objec- | 
tion of the want of a bar, | do not think that is |) 
essential. They have none in the House of Rep- 
resentatives; and | have no doubt that Hall was 
prepared in the best possible style of which the 
superintendent was capable; and | have full con- 
fidence in his capacity to arrange our Hall ina || 
becoming manner to receive the Senate of the 
United States. 

As for these incidental matters about seats, I 
care nothing for them. Torso short a time as I | 
shall have to occupy a seat, that point will not. 
concern me greatly; and if I should happen to 
draw a very eligible situation,any gentleman who 
wishes to exchange with me can do so. 

I think we had just.as well go into the new Hall 
now as at the commencement of the next session, | 
and perhaps better. My own impression is, that 
this isan unwholesome room. 1 have for two or | 
three sessions during the time I have been in the | 
Senate contracted the greatest colds and hoarse- 
ness I have ever had in any place in my life, and 
I think it is as unhealthy a room as could possi- 
bly be selected by the Senate. I apprehend no | 
danger from the occupation of the new Chamber. || 
Indeed, I have no doubt that it would conduce to | 
our health, Itis a fine, spacious, and airy room, 


able there, and our deliberations will undergo the | 
same routine there that they do here. Lam in favor |) 


and a great many visitors willcome to Washing- || 
ton city, and they will wish to occupy a desirable 
The galleries in the new Chamber, | 
am to.d, are very capacious, and calculated to re- | 
ceive many; and if we go there, gentlemen who | 


fying their friends who may be spectators on the 
occasion; and you will not hear universal com- | 
plaints about the smallness of the gellerion, nor | 
will the health of spectators he endangered, for 





there they will have space and fresh air; but here, | 
a gemene come to the galleries in large numbers, | 
ladi 


es particularly, they are apt to be suffocated. 
Lassure you, Mr. President, that 1am decidedly | 
in favor of it for the convenience of the Senate, | 


and as it has to be done at some period, and feel- 





| ing assured that the Chamber is now ready for our 


reception, we ought at once to go there and in- | 
augurate our situation with the new year that is | 
advancing, and not postpone it until the end of | 
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another year. I like to take thingg at the first hop 
at the commencement, and then we can keep pace 
with them; but to go in at the fag-end of a year, 
is nota goodomen. I am for occupying the new 
Hall with the new year, or as near it as possibje 
and I shall decidedly vote for going in there, ’ 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I have taken 
no interest in this question, because it seemed to 


/me to be quite an immaterial one, at least so far 


as I was concerned myself. It was whether we 
should occupy the new Chamber for the residue 
of this session, or whether we should postpone 
going there until the next. But, sir, lam notin. 
sensible to considerations of courtesy, respect, 
and affection to others on such a subject; and the 
Senator from Texas—I wiil say the distinguished 


| and venerable Senator from Texas—has put this 


question upon a basis, upon which I, fe®ling oth- 


| eewise indifferenton the subject, entertain a strong 
| disposition to vote with him for occupying the new 


Chamber. We have been associated many years 
with Senators, some of whom are older than I am 
here; some of whom are not so old. We are to 
separate with a portion of the body on the 4th of 
March next; and though the forebodings of that 
honorable Senator may be wrong in his own case, 
and he may yet be returned to the Senate of the 
United States and have many years of honorable 
service hereafter in this body, yet, in regard to 
others of us, it is probable that we shall not again 


| meet him and his associates who now retire. 


Upon that ground, then, in order that those who 
have gone with us in making these appropria- 
tions, in directing the construction of the new ed- 


| ifice, and in preparing it for public service, may 


have an opportunity of closing their present terms 


| of service in the Senate in the new Hall, I shall 


very cheerfully acquiesce in the suggestion which 
he makes, and give my vote for the change. So 
far as the question of health is concerned, I can- 


|| not be at all made to believe that that edifice, the 


main part of which has been completed for two 
or three years, and has been subjected to a con- 


_ tinual drying process, can be at all unwholesome; 


and it, as I before said, presents no other ques- 
tion than a question simply of choice, a matter 


_ almost of caprice, one way or the other. 


Mr. WILSON. Iam in the same condition 


_ with the Senator from Texas; my term expires 


on the 4th of March next; and so does the term 
of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Fessenpen;) 
but [ prefer to close my term here, and I shall 
vote against going into the new building, because 
I prefer to see it occupied only when it is com- 
pletely finished; when all the avenues leading to 
it ave in a proper condition, and when the officers 
have See there. But, sir, if we are to go 


| there, I hope the suggestion made by the Senator 


from Georgia will be carried out, and that at once 
we shal] have a railing put around the seats of 
Senators. ‘Those Senators who sit on the back 
seats will find it very inconvenient to occupy that 
position, unless we have a bar or railing such as 
we have here in this Hall. I think no one can 
go into the House of Representatives and witness 
the condition of that portion of the House who 
occupy rear seats, liable to be incommoded by 
persons dropping into the seats of members, with- 
out coming to the conclusion that we ought to 
have a railing around the seats of members, and 


| that no person should be permitted to take the seat 


of a Senator, with the exception, perhaps, of mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives. If we are 


to go into the new Hall, I hope some committee 


will direct that such a bar be placed at once around 


| the rear seats of the members. I shall vote, how- 


ever, against going now, for I am content to re- 
main here; and I am very much surprised to hear, 
as I have heard to-day, that this is a place so very 
unhealthy. 

Mr. COLLAMER. What is the question be- 
fore the Senate? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 1s 
on the resolution of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BROWN called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered; and, being taken, re- 
sulted—yeas 26, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bright, Broderick, Brown, Cameron, 
Chandler, Cliagman, Crittenden, Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, 
Durkee, Fitzpatriek, Gwin, Hammond, Harlan, Houston, 
Jones, Kennedy, Reid, Rice, Seward, Stidel!, Thomson ol 
New Jersey, Toombs, Trambull, and Wade—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bates, Bigler, Clay, Coliamer, Fessen- 
den, Poot, Green, Hamlin, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, 
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